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The Report of the Royal Commission on 
Land Transfer. 

FIVE MONTHS after the appearance of the Report of the Land 
Transfer Commission attention is to be drawn to it in the House 
|of Lords. On the 6th inst. the Lord Chancellor was asked by 
Lord HALSBURY 

“Whether he could give the House any information as to the 

steps which his Majesty’s Government had in contemplation for 
utilizing the labours of the Royal Commission on the Land Transfer 
Acts, and whether their recommendations for the improvement of 
the Land Registry would be carried out with a view to the exten 
sion of the system.” 
The Lord Chancellor did not give the information asked for, but 
took occasion to remark that the inquiry had been one of great 
labour by many distinguished -persons “ with a very satisfactory 
result,” and expressed his opinion tbat the Report should be 
discussed ; and it was accordingly arranged that the question 
should be raised at an early date, when we shall probably hear 
what action the Government proposes to take with regard to the 
recommendations of the Commission. 


The Council 

SOME ANXIETY was expressed at the meeting of the Law 
Society last week that the report of the Council on the recom- 
mendations of the Commissioners should appear before the diseus- 
sion took place in the House of Lords. ‘That is probably now 
impracticable—at all events it can hardly be issued in time to 
allow of its being fully considered by the present and late Lord 
Chancellors before the discussion. There is, no doubt, something 
to for the Committee of the Council which has the 
matter in hand. Not only is the subject, on which the Land 
Transfer Commission sat for two and a half years, full of knotty 
points, but the Committee have to refer to the provincial law 
societies, who are not always remarkable for promptitude in 
replying. The error of the Law Society Committee probably 
lies in attempting to deal, in a single report, with all the thirty 
three recommendations of the Royal Commission. It would 
have been better, in the first instance, to have selected the lead 
ing points of the Report for comment, and to have left oe 
questions to be subsequently dealt with. As matters stand, 
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it would seem to be expedient now to wait until the discussion in 
the House of Lords has taken place, and then to comment both 
on the Report and the discussion. 


Privy Councillors as Justices. 

A point of constitutional law which is sometimes forgotten 
is stated to have been referred to the other day by Lord GorELL 
on taking his seat as chairman of the East Suffolk Quarter Sessions 
—namely, the fact that all the members of the Privy Council 
are ex officio upon the commission of the peace for every county 
in England and entitled to sit in that capacity at every petty 
sessional court. A similar ex officio right exists in the case of 
judges of the Supreme Court: Anson’s Law of the Constitution, 
vol. 2, Part Il., Chapter X., section III. (2). The origin 
of this privilege of Privy Councillors appears to date back 
to the year 1640, when the Star Chamber was abolished 
by the statute 16 Car. 1. Prior to that date the council 
as a body had jurisdiction to punish all offences which affected 
the King’s peace ; after that date this collective jurisdiction was 
destroyed, and to replace it each councillor, on appointment, was 
placed on the general commission of the peace: see Raleigh’s 
article on “Privy Council” in.Eneyclopedia of the Laws of 
England, 2nd edition, vol. 2, at p. 646. It would seem, then, 
that Mr. CHURCHILL is qualified to act as justice in every 
English court, and it is possible that he may make another new 
departure in the traditions of his office by insisting upon his 
right, in order that by his administration of magisterial duties 
he may set an example to the justices whose decisions he so 
frequently revises. 


The New Circuit Arrangements. 

AN Orper in Council (which we print elsewhere) has made 
certain alterations in the present circuit arrangements which, 
though trivial in themselves, are not without significance 
as an indication of coming changes. It is clear that Lord Lore 
BURN is determined to press on his scheme of legal reform, and 
is not disposed to allow the question to be shelved by the recent 
appoiatment of two additional judges. One part of that compre- 
hensive scheme is generally understood to be the gradual trans 
formation of the present circuit system into a system of provincial 
branches of the High Court sitting at the chief local towns. At 
present the number of circuit towns is fixed by long traditional 
usage, and the theory, as well as the practice, is that 
the judges shall visit—either three or four times each 
year, according to the practice of the circuit—all the principal 
towns of the kingdom which have acquired the status of circuit 
towns ; shall there address the magistrates assembled as a grand 
jury, and shall proceed to dispose of grave criminal charges. 
Civil business is only attempted at a few large towns ; although 
on the Northern Circuit Liverpool and Manchester possess what 
is almost a permanent commercial branch of the High Court in 
the lengthy sittings of the circuit judge to dispose of civil busi 
ness. The aim ot the advanced circuit reformers would appear 
to be the reconstruction of all circuits on the Liverpool lines 
namely, the quasi-permanent sitting of one or more judges 
to dispose of civil cases. 


The Future of the Circuits. 


THIS SCHEME involves, of course, the eliminat’on of the 
lesser towns which provide only a small proportion of 
circuit business. The present order does not in terms make 


either of those sweeping changes, but it has provisions which 
foreshadow both. Provisions (c) and (/) direct that both civil 
and criminal business shall be taken at a number of towns 
named in the schedule, and that they may be taken at any 
assize town on the Autumn Circuit if so directed by the Lord 
Chief Justice with the sanction of the Lord Chancellor. 
Provisions (a) and (/) enable the order in which towns are 
visited and the dates of the commission days to be altered to 
suit the exigencies of business or for other special reasons—a step 
which is probably a preliminary to the elimination of unimportant 
places from the list. Although, then, there is nothing very novel or 
striking in the actual contents of the new order, it probably marks 
a further stage in the evolution of the common law bar. Fifty 








years ago the barrister who had chambers in the Temple spent 
half the legal year upon an “itinerary” of his circuit ; the rest 
of the year he stayed in London ; the “local” was unheard of, 
Fifty years hence, if the two branches of the profession are 
distinet, it is clear that the King’s Bench practitioners will he 
mostly scattered throughout the large cities of the kingdom, 
and will only visit London when they havea case before the Court 
of Appeal—as is at presont the case with Liverpool “ locals.” 
It is easy to read between the lines of the new order that it is 
destined to provide the via media which will assist the transition 
from the past to the future. 


Double Nationality. 

THE CASE of Miss KATE MALECKA, who is now in prison at 
Warsaw under suspicion of having conspired — the Russian 
Government, affords a singular illustration of double nationality. 
The Russian Government claim her as a Russian subject. The 
British Government claim her as a British subject. A letter in 
the Zimes of July 6th draws attention to the facts of the case. 
It appears that Miss MALECKA’S father was a Pole, and therefore 
a Russian subject, who became naturalized as an Englishman, 
Her mother was an Englishwoman, and Miss MALECKA herself 
was born at Folkestone. This lady is therefore, by English 
law, a British subject under the ordinary rule of the jus sv/i. 
This would not, of course, prevent her being also a Russian subject 
by Russian law, under the jus sanguinis, if her father were still 
Russian. One possible ground of her Russian nationality is put 
forward by the correspondents of the 7imes. It appears that 
the marriage of Miss MALECKa’s parents was perhaps null and 
void according to Russian law, her parents being of different 
religions, and no licence from the Russian authorities having 
been obtained. If this were so, however, say the writers of the 
letter, Miss MALECKA’s nationality would be that of her mother, 
and thus, even by Russian law, she would be a British subject. 
A more plausible conjecture for the Russian claim would seem to 
be that under Russian law Miss MALEcKa’s father, by becoming 
naturalized in England, did not succeed in divesting himself 
according to Russian law—of his original nationality. notwith- 
standing that by English law he became a British subject in the 
United Kingdom. ‘Then, under the jus sanguinis, the daughter 
would, by Russian Jaw, take the nationality of her father. This 
is apparently the view impressed upon the Foreign Office by the 
Russian Government, judging by Sir EDWARD GREty’s answers 
in the House of Commons, 


Increment Value Duty and Sub-sales. 


UNDER SECTION 1 of the Finance Act, 1910, one of the 
occasions on which increment value duty becomes payable is 
the “transfer on sale of the fee simple of the land or of any 
interest in the land in pursuance of any contract made after the 
commencement of this Act,” i¢., the 29thof April, 1910, It is 
not clear how this provision operates in a case where an option 
of purchase given by a contract dated before the Act is exercised 
after the Act, and from correspondence which has passed between 
a purchaser’s solicitor and the Inland Revenue Commissioners 
which has been submitted to us, it appears that the commis- 
sioners take the view that a conveyance in pursuance of the 
option does not create an occasion for payment of duty; and 
further, that if the purchaser enters into a contract of re-sale 
and the conveyance is taken to the sub-purchaser, there is still 
no such occasion. In the case in question a builder had, under 
an agreement before the Act, an option of purchase. He built 
a house on part of the property, and, after the Act exercised bis 
option as to the site of the house. He then sold the house to a pur- 
chaser to whom the conveyance from the original vendors and the 
builder was to be taken. The purchaser made a requisition that 
the conveyance was an occasion for payment of the duty, on the 
ground that, both in respect of the original vendors’ estate and 
in respect of the builder’s interest, it was in pursuance of 
contracts of sale made after the Act. This requisition being 
resisted, a letter was addressed to the Inland Revenue Com- 
missioners who replied on the 30th of May last, that in the case “ of 
a conveyance to a sub-purchaser, the original contract of sale 
having been entered into before and the subsequent contract of 
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sub-sale after the commencement of the Act,” the conveyance did | company was void ad initio, and therefore had no status to sue 
not, in their opinion, constitute an occasion for the collection of | a shareholder or anyone else. The plaintiffs, in their reply, 
increment value duty. Inasmuch as this answer seemed to | did not dispute the fact that the objects of the company included 
overlook two material points in the case—namely, that the | some which were those of a trade union, but they contended that 
option was exercised after the commencement of the Act, and | the company had been duly registered as a joint stock company and 
that the conveyance of the builder's interest was in pursuance of | had received the certificate of the registrar, which they alleged 
a contract made altogether after the Act, it was not regarded as | was conclusive evidence of its validity under section 1 of the 
satisfactory, and a further letter was addressed to the com- | Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. Mr. Justice HAMILTON, 
missioners, calling special attention to these matters. The reply, | however, rejected this latter contention. He took the view that 
dated the 28th of June, stated that the commissioners had | the certificate of the registrar is only conclusive evidence that 
considered these matters and saw no reason to modify the state- | the ministerial acts incidental to the formation of a company have 
ments made in their letter of the 30th of May. been duly performed : it does not validate an otherwise illegal 
company. He thought, however, that in the present case the 
company must be regarded as in the main formed for the com- 
mercial object of exploiting the patent rights ; the trade union 
objects were merely subsidiary and might be disregarded. He 
intimated, however, that if the association had simply trans- 
formed itself into a company without limiting or adding to its 
trade protective objects, the companv would have been clearly 
a trade union and therefore void. Having concluded that the 
company was a valid and existing body, he saw no reason why 
it should not recover calls from one of its shareholders merely 
, e ; ‘ ‘ é because the indirect effect of so doing was to compel him to 

both parties until the option is exercised, ey until after the moneys which would be used for (int r alia) nai union ad 
Act. It is only upon the exercise of the option that a contract poses ; he therefore found a verdict and entered judgment for 
of sale arises, and this would seem to be the contract referred | the plaintiffs. The case raises a number of extremely difficult 
to in the Act. Of course the rule in Lawes v. Bennett (1 Cox points, some of which were rather evaded than dealt with by the 


Eq. Cas. 167) carries the effect of the contract back to the | joarned judge, and we should like to see the question come 
original date for some purposes—to convert the property into before a higher court 


personalty ; but it is recognized that that decision is anomalous 
and is not to be extended. Hence, in regard to a new matter, | Repealed and Consolidating Acts. 
such as the collection of increment value duty, the case should 
apparently be excluded, and there is no contract of sale until the 
exercise of the option. However, the commissioners take the 
opposite view, either because they apply wes v. Bennett, or because 
they regard the “ contract ” referred to in section 1 as including a 
contract giving an option of purchase, although not converted 
into a contract for sale by exercise of the option until after the 
Act. But it is more difficult to follow the opinion that the 
conveyance of the builder’s interest does not form an occasion 
for payment of duty. On the exercise of the option he became 
the owner of the land in equity, and when he joined in the 
a there was apparently a transfer of an interest in we believe, been previously enunciated in the courts. Section 1 
land in pursuance of a contract made after the Act. But the of the Act of 1900 has now been repealed and replaced by 
commissioners think otherwise, and the effect is that neither the section 17 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, to the 
exercise of an option, nor a resale, after the Act, when followed same effect. The Act of 1908 also contains (in section 294) an 
by a conveyance to the purchaser or the sub-purchaser, as the enactment expressly saving the effect of section 5 of the Trade 
case may be, creates an occasion for payment of duty. Union Act, 1871. In considering the question whether section 1 
Trade Unions as Limited Companies, of the Act of 1900 was to be read as subject to the enactment 
Mr. Justice Hamitron had before him last Tuesday a very | of 1871, the learned judge held that he was entitled to take 
curious problem in the law relating to trade unions: /ritish | into consideration the fact of the Act of 1908 being a Consoli- 
Assocvation of Class Bottle Manufacturers (Limited) y. Nettlefold dating Act, not intended to alter the Jaw as it previously existed, 
(Times, 4th July). The plaintiff company was the outcome of | and that, as under the Act ‘of 1908 the registrar's certificate 
certain arrangements made by the manufacturers of glass bottles | would necessarily not be conclusive so as to override section 5 
in England to protect their trade by the acquisition of an Ameri- | of the Trade Union Act, 1871, the Act of 1900 must be inter- 
can patent. Prior to 1907 there had existed an assoviation of preted in the same sense. It is, of course, quite legitimate, and 
those manufacturers for the regulation of their business, and in| a recognized canon of interpretation, to construe enactments in 
that year this association decided to promote a company whose | a consolidating statute by the light of the received interpretation 
objects were to include (infer alia) the acquisition of the patent | of the repealed enactments corresponding, but this would hardly 
rights referred to, the internal regulation of output and prices | seem to justify the converse rule—construing a repealed enact- 
among members of the trade, and the transaction of trade pro- | ment by a consolidating one. It is, at any rate, a method of 
tection duties generally. The shares were allotted in certain | interpretation not hitherto adopted, and to be employed with 
proportions to members of the association, and by article 7 of the | caution for the present. 
articles of association were not transferable to any outsider. 
The defendant was a member both of the assoc‘ation and of the : . 
company ; he made default in paying certain calls, and was sued WE ARE glad to see that the Board of Trade, as mentioned in 
in respect of the same by the company. ‘Two ingenious defences | the Report of the Law Society, which we published last week, 
Were set up: first, that the company was a trade union attempt- | has decided to consider the question of assimilating the position 
ing to recover damages from, or to enforce a penalty against, | of real and personal property when acquired by a bankrupt 
one of its members for purposes connected with his sub-| prior to his discharge, and will probably introduce some pro- 
scription to the trade union; thie, of course, is prohibited by | vision to that effect in the Bill amending tke bankruptcy law 
section 4 of the Trade Union Act, 1871. Tke second | which it is at present preparing. As our readers are aware, 
defence was that, under section 5 of the same Act, no trade | there is, as regards after-acquired property of « bankru mt, a dis- 
union can be registered as a joint stock company; hence the | tinction between real and personal property which does not 








Increment Value Duty and Options of Purchase. 
THE ABOVE-MENTIONED opinion is satisfactory as regards 
vendors, but as to the correct view of the application of section 
1 of the Finance Act, 1900, under the circumstances mentioned 
above, it would seem to be a question of some difficulty whether 
a conveyance in pursuance of an option of purchase given 
before, but exercised after, the commencement of the Act is in 
pursuance of “a contract made after the commencement” of the 
Act or not. The original contract is before the Act, but as 
regards the sale, it dces not become a contract binding on 


ONE OF these points is worthy of special notice as being a 
novelty in the law of construction of statutes. As.stated above, 
it was urged that the registrar’s certificate of the company’s 
incorporation was, by section 1 of the Companies Act, 1900, 
absolutely conclusive as to the validity of the incorporation, 
and in effect abrogated the enactment contained in section 5 of 
the Trade Union Act, 1871, making void the registration under 
the Companies Acts of any trade union. HAmILTon, J., came 
to the conclusion that section 1 of the Act of 1900 did not 
affect section 5 of the Trade Union Act, 1871, but was to be 
read subject to it. One of the grounds of this opinion has not, 








A Bankrupt's After-acquired Property. 
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appear on the face of the Bankruptcy Act, but which has been 
read into it by the judiciary in a long series of decisions. 
Keal property vests in the trustee the very moment it is 
acquired by the bankrupt Vew Land Deve lopment / 
v. (ray (1892, 2 Ch. 138) ; and aceordingly no hond fide purchaser 
for value can acquire a title to it by acquisition from the bank- 
rupt himself, unless the trustee either assents to the conveyance 
or acts so as to estop himeelf from claiming the property. But 
personal property does not vest in the trustee until he intervenes 


aciatiom 


and ealls for it (¢ v. Mitchell, 1890, 25 Q. B. D. 268); 
and in the meantime the bankrupt may dispose of it to 
any ona purchaser for value so as to confer a good title. 


This rule was asserted in that case to be based on the incon- 
venience of hampering a bankrupt in an attempt to earn his 
livelihood by preventing him from acquiring and selling chattels ; 
but its purview has been extended to many other forms of per- 
sonal property besides such chattels as are the subject-matter of 
commerce, Thus in /ie Clayton and Barelay’s Contract (1895, 2 
Ch, 215) it was held by Mr. Justice Cuirry that the protection 
of this rul+ extended to leaseholds, In //unt v. Fripp (1898, 1 
Ch. 675) Mr. Justice BYRNE applied it to a legacy and a share 
of residue, even although the trustee had intervened before the 
executors had paid the legacy to the bankrupt’s assignee fot 
value. It applies also to other choses in action, but subject to the 
wellknown principle that the the 
must give the debtor notice of the assignment by the bank 
rupt in priority to the trustee's if the trustee gives 
his notice first, then, of course, his equity being p-ior in time, 
is potior in jure and prevails Vercer v. Vans Colina (1900, 1 (). B. 
130 note) and Jr 2B 1(W.N., 1884, p. 141). Such is the 
protection afforded by law to the /on? fide purchaser of personal 
property, and there seems little adequate reason for with- 
holding it in the case of real property. 
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Commission on Subscriptions for Shares in Private 
Companies 

THE DECISION of the Divisional Court (PHILLIMORE and 
Horripce, JJ.) in Dominion of Canada, dc.. Syndicate vy. 
Lrigstocke (ante, p. 633) shews that section 89 of the Companies 
Act, 1908, which regulates the payment by companies and ven- 
dors of commission on subscriptions for shares, applies both to 
public and private companies, and indeed, no other construction 
of the section seems to be possible. Section & of the Companies 
Act, 1900, which was passed before private companies had 
received legislative recognition, allowed payment of commission, 
subject to certain requirements as to disclosure, upon offers 
of shares to the public, and payments not so made were pro 
hibited. Consequently there could be no payment of commission 
on shares privately subscribed. Section & of the Companies 
Act, 1907, removed this disability, and allowed commission to 
be paid where sbares were not offered to the p iblic for subs rp 
tion, making at the same time special provision for disclosure to 
replace dis losure in the prospectus, The same statute intro 
duced the distinction between public and private companies. 
These various provisions are now replaced by section 89 of the 
Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, which 
generally the payment of commission subject to disclosure, 
and makes different provision for disclosure according 
as the shares are or are not offered for publie subscription ; and 
it prohibits payments otherwise made. The section does not 
expressly refer to private companies, but it speaks of “a com 
pany” in general terms, and the scheme of the Act is to exclude 
private companies expressly from sections which are not to 
apply to them Consequently, section 89 applies to private 
companies, and commission can be paid provided the require- 
ments of the section are satisfied, but not otherwise. And, of 
course, this is in favour of private companies, for, as PHILLIMORE, 
J., pointed out, if secti.n 89 does not extend to them, commission 
on subscriptions for shares wou'd not be payable at all. It 
pryable in respect of private companies, but only on condition 
of the requirements of the section being observed. 


Mr Newton's Case 
TH 


authorizes 


1s 


RESERVED decision upon the application against Mr. 


NEWTON has now been delivered, and he has been sentenced to 
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suspension fortwelve months fromthe 25th inst.,the decision follow- 
ing the finding of the Statutory Committee of the Law Society, 
that Mr. NewTon “having on the 21st of November, 1910, in 
the capacity of legal adviser to one HARVEY HAWLEY CriPren, 
been permitted to visit CriprEN when a convict detained in his 
Majesty’s Prison, Pentonville, under sentence of death, and in 
abuse of the privilege thus extended to him aided and abetted 
one Horatio BorromLey, M.P, the editor of the publication 
John Bull, to disseminate in that publication false information in 
the form of a letter purporting to emanate from and be written 
by CripPreN from prison, although, as the respondent well knew, 
no such letter in fact existed, and further wilfully published or 
permitted to be published through the medium of John Bull and 
the Jaily Chronicle other false statements relating to the same 
matter, well knowing them to be false, whereby the public 
might be deceived.” The case is important as defining pro 

fessional “ misconduct ” within the meaning of the Solicitors Act, 

1888, and we hope next week to report the judgments with the 
aid of the official shorthand notes. 


Assignees of Void Money-lending 
Securities. 


Tue Annual Report of the Council of the Law Society calls 
attention (ant, p. 635) to a serious practical difficulty which bas 
arisen in connection with the Money-lenders Act, 1900, and 
states that at the in-tance of a joint deputation, on which the 
Council was represented, a Bill bas been draited by the Govern 
ment to effect the necessary amendment in the Act. The point 
is that where a money-lender’s security is void in consequence of 
non-compliance with the provisions of the Act, a /ond fide assignee 
of the security has no protection, and it is void in his hands, 
notwithstanding that in practice he has had no opportunity of 
| ascertaining this defect in the title. 
| The Money-lenders Act, 1900, provides, by section 1, for re- 
opening money-lending transactions in cases where the trans- 
action is harsb and unconscionable, or isotherwise such that a court 
of equity would give relief; but the section contains an express 
provision (sub-section 5) that this shall not affect the right of any 
bond fide assignee for value without notice. Then by section 2 
certain requirements as to registration and carrying on of busi 
ness are imposed on money-lenders, and penalties are imposed for 
non-compliance. These penalties are by way of fine and imprison- 
ment, but nothing is stated as to the effect of the non-compliance 
on the securities. If there had been an express provision render. 
ing the securities void, then doubtless a clause in favour of ont 
fide assignees for value would bave been inserted similar to section 
1 (5). But the operation of the Act as regards securities, both in 
the hands of the money-lender and in the hands of his assignees, 
was left undetermined. 

The question of the effect of non-compliance with the Act on 
the money-lending contract was considered by BUCKLEY, J., in 
Victorian Daylesford Syndicate v. Dott (1905, 2 Ch. 624), and it 
was held that a contract not made in accordance with the Act 
was illegal and could not be enforced. The learned judge 
pointed out that the whole object of the Act was the protection 
of the public, and, this being #0, the effect of imposing penalties 
was to render everythirg done in contravention of the Act 
illegal. This was approved by the Court of Appeal in Bonnard 
v. Dott (1906, 1 Ch. 740), and it was held that the securities 
taken by a money-lender who had not registered bin self in 
accordance with the Act were void. It is to be noticed that 
section 2 (1) (c) provides that a money-lender “shall not enter 
into any agreement in the course of his business as a money- lender 
with respect to the advance and repayment of money, or take any 
security for money in the course of his business as a money- 
lender, otherwise than in his registered name.” Hence when it 
is once settled that the effect of non-compliance with the Act 
is to make the transaction illegal, both the contract of loan and 
any securities taken under it are void. “ The consequence,” said 
Cotutns, M.R., ‘‘ is that, whether it isthe borrower or the lender 
who brings the matter before the court, the transaction is abso- 
| lutely void. The lender cannot compel the borrower to return 
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the money lent, while the borrower 
return the securities for the loan, at any rate on the terms of 
repaying the amount lent.” And the view that the securities are 
void was affirmed by the House of Lords in Whiteman vy. Sadlei 
(1910, A. C. 514, 527). 

The above suggestion—th: ut, although the securities are void, 
the borrower cannot get them back without repaying the 
loan—was acted on by PARKER, J., in Lodge v. National Union 
Investment Co. (1907, 1 Ch. 300). There the plaintiff claimed a 
declaration that the transaction was illegal and void, and a 
delivery up of the securities. But as far as the statute is con 
cerned its effect is exhausted when the securities are made void. 
No provision is inserted for their return, and the borrower can 
only obtain this by invoking the assistance of the court. In 
effect he comes into equity to get his securities back, and he 
must, as a condition of relief, do equity by paying such an 
amount in respect of principal and interest as 1s properly due 
On the other hand, if the borrower asks for no relief in the way 
of return of the securities, but merely for a declaration that they 
are void, such a declaration he can obtain without being put 
upon any terms of repayment: Chapin v. Michaelson (1909, 
1 Ch. 238). The declaration simply affirms the legal position. 
It is not based on any equity. 

The securities being, therefore, void in the hands of the 
money-lender when there bas been a breach of the provisions of 
the statute, the question arises whether the same defect 
attaches to them in the hands of an assignee for value without 
notice, and it was held by the Court of Appeal in Fe Robinson 
(1911, 1° Ch. 
clear that the effect of non-compliance with the Act is to 
render the securities void, and not merely voidable, it necessarily 


can compel the lender to | 


| of B——, in Yorkshire ; 


2) that it does. And, indeed, when it is once | 


follows that they are void as against a transferee in the | 
absence of any protection afforded to him by the statute. After | 


the statute has made them void, they are void for all purposes 
and in the hands of every holder. As already stated, section 2 
has no purchasers’ protection clause corresponding to the clause 
in section 1, and an assignee of a void money-lending security 
takes it as such, notwithstanding that he is an assignee for value 
and without notice of any non-compliance with the Act. If, on 
the other hand, the security is not void, but the transaction is 
unconscionable, so as admit of being reopened under section 1, 
the assignee is safe. 

The report of the Lega! Procedure Committee of the Counéil of 


the Law Society, w hich is printed in the Appendix to the Annual | 


Report, emphasizes the injustice of this state of affairs. 


It is clear | 


that the Legislature in passing section 2 was not directing its | 


attention to the effect of the section on securities. 
pressly contemplates that agreements may ,be altered, and accori- 
ingly it protects hon fide assignees. Section 2 goes no further 
than prohibiting transactions not carried out in accordance with 
the Act. 
reasoning which declares them void has no saving in favour of 
assignees. “It is to be borne in mind,” says the report of the 


Section 1 ex- | 


That they are void is left to legal inference, and the | 


Legal Procedure Committee, “that an examination with the | 


most scrupulous care and attention might never enable an innocent 
purchaser or his legal adviser to ascertain whetber the legal 
formalities required by the second section of the Act had in fact 
been complied with by the money-lender. They have no means 
of knowing or ascertaining whether the original lender was or 
was not a money-lender, “and it seems, therefore, absurd to 
suggest that an innocent third party should be affected by such 
non-compliance.” It is obvious, indeed, that the omission of a 
clause protecting on? fide assignees was an oversight of the 


Legislature, and it should be remedied without delay 1 »y the 


promised Bill, 








The Chancellor of the Exchequer, on the 6th inst., stated in the 
House of Commons that there was a case for amendment of the Insur 
ance Bill as regards not only agricultural labourers who were concerned, 
but domestic servants, nurses in the hospitals, and seamen. If these 


classes were cut out altogether they would be cut out of the provision | 


for permanent disability, which would be a great misfortune. He 
was considering whether it was possible to weave into the Bill some 
provision by which such a deduction could be made as would leave 
only the charge necessary to provide against permanent disability. 


| the cottager 


judge (KrKEwIcH, J.) concluded that the cottage 





The Invariability of Quit Rents. 


(A Criticism or Foljambe v. Tadcaster Brewery Co. (Limited) 
(1904, 73 L. J. Ch. 722.)] 
[COMMUNICATED. ] 


In Banning on the Limitation of Actions (3rd ed., 1906), by Brown, 
on p. 96, the case of Foljambe v. Tadcaster, &e,, is referred to, as the 
most recent decision on the question of the invariability of quit rents 
(properly so-called), the decision in that case having turned upon the 
circumstance that the alleged quit rent had varied: Whence the 
tenement there in 
question was not a freehold tenement, but was merely a leasehold 
tenement, holden from “ag to year, and the tenancy of which was 
therefore determinable by the usual six months’ notice: His lord- 
ship, as the judgment shews, was otherwise disposed, on the facts 
which were in evidence before him, to hold the tenement to have been 
a freehold tenement, holden at a quit rent ;and therefore his decision 
to the contrary went wholly and solely on the circumstance of the 
increase of rent. 

(1.) The case was one which arose in connection with the Manor 
and the plaintiff was the lord of that 
manor, and was proceeding by ejectment to recover the possession 
of the tenement on a six months’ notice to quit duly served on the 
defendants 

(2.) It ap peared that there were no copyhold tenants, but only 
freehold tenants, in the manor—holding at quit rents but that 
there were divers tenant-farmers holding (on lease, direct from the 
lord) at rack-rents: The manorial “survey ’ of the tenants clasei- 


fied them in three divisions, namely :—(1) Tenant-farmers, holding 
at rack-rents ; (2) freehold tenants, holding at small chief rents ; 
and (3) “cottagers” holding at small rents (not rack-rents). The 


defendant company was a “ coffager”—that is, derived title through or 
under a “cottayer”—and claimed to be entitled to the property as a 
freehold tenement holden of the manor in fee simple ; and they (the 
company) had bought it as such, and had (subsequently to their pur- 
chase, and on the faith of their title being freehold) expended very 
large sums in the improvement of the property 

) There was no instance of a“ coffager” ever having been 
ejected by the lord for non-payment of rent, or otherwise on notice 
to quit. 

(4.) In the year 1732, 0n a sale -then made of his tenement, the 
“cottager” had purported to demise the tenement for 999 years, 
subject only to what (in the lease) was called the Jord’s rent of Is. 
per annum; and in the lease the lessor-vendor represented that he 
was seised in fee simple (there being a recital to that effect). 

(5.) In the year 1790, the lessor of 1732, in common with the 
other “cottagers” holding of the manor, appeared at the Manor 
Court, and did his fealty (or was essoigned thereof) equally with the 
(other) freeholders of the manor. But the tenant-farmers holding 
at rack-rents did not appear. And that practice of doing fealty (or of 
being essoigned thereol) was constant from 1790 (and possibly long 
before that date), and still continued. And here note, that some of 
the tenant-farmers were also freeholders of the manor, and in respect 
of their freehold tenements duly appeared at the Manor Court to do 
their fe alty (or else to be essoigned thereof). 

(6.) Eventually, the lessor-vendor of 1732 dropped out of the list 
of manorial tenants—the persons successively entitled under the 
999 years’ lease taking his place as the tenant who was to do the 
fealty ; and they did their fealty (or were essoigned) equally with 
the others. 

Now, upon these facts, the judge was strongly disposed to hold, 
that the “ cottage” was a freehold tenement—subject only to a quit 
rent; and the judge was (we submit) right in that, because in 
Watkins on Copyholds (4th ed., 1825), by Coventry, on p. 325 (old 
paging, 266), it is stated, that a lessee for years (of copyholds :) 
cannot swear fealty, “ because he neither holds by copy, nor of the manor 
and, according to Cru. Dig., vol. i., p. 243, no fealty is due froma tenant 
at will (or from a mere tenant from year to year, where year to 
year tenancy commenced as a tenancy at will), and the (compara 
tive ly mode rn) case ot Do M d, (eaves ¥. Wy ls (1839, 10 A. & E. 127) 18 
a decision to that effect 

(7.) Resuming the facts of the case : There being (as already stated) 
no copyhold tenants of the manor, but only freehold tenants, there 
were no entries on the Court Rolls of any surrenders and admissions, 
but only the usual presentments of the deaths of tenants, and of the 
persons entitled as their successors in the tenancy ; and these en- 
tries of deaths and of successions included the “ cottagers,’ equally with 
the tenants holding at chief rents, and the successors name was 
substituted on the Court Rolls for the name of his predecessor. 

(8.) The Court Rolls treated the “ cottagers” as a class hy themsel ve 
and it was upon that circumstance 


’ 


that the lord of the manor 
relied (to a considerable extent) in support of his allegation that 
; were not freeholders like the tenants holding at chief 
rents ; 
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8a.) But upon that we may very properly vefer to the legal 
definition of ‘ cotteger” in Coke, 2 Inst. 736, where (in the notes to 
the Statute 31 Eliz. c. 37) it is expressed, that “ cottagers” were a 
class of ‘ mts” and were recognised as such in the old ati itute | 
t Edw. 1 (Ertenta Maneri/). Also in Emerton y. Selby (1704, 2 Lord 
Raym. 1015), a “ cottage” is treated asa freehold ten al papeond in [ho 
d, Young vy, Sotheran (1831, 2 B. & Ad. G28) “ cottage ” is treated by 
Lord Tenterden, C.I., as equivalent to” wage,” and as being a 
good freehold tenement. It is suggested, therefore, that the mere 
circumstance that the “ coftagera” were treated on the Court Rolls 
as a class by themselves was not at all conclusive of the tenure. 
) It aye ared also by the manorial decuments that the rents 
pays «4 le by the “ coftayers,” equally with the freehold chief rents 
payable by the trecholders of the manor, were always collected by 


the manor bailiff without any distinction between them ; 
rack-rents, payable by the farmer-tenants, were differently collected 
altogether (¢.-., were collected by the lord’s ordinary land agent), 


(10.) Another circumstance on which the lord of the manor relied, 
and the circumstance on which he principally relied in support of 
his allegation, that the “ were not freeholders, was this, 
namely The rent payable by the “ cottager” in question, and which 
in the lease of 1732 was per annum (as hereinbefore is stated), 
appeared, in a certain deed of 1757, to have then become a rent of 
Is, 2d., and in the first entry of any specific sum for rent on the actual 
Court Rolls (which first entry was in 1791), the rent was stated to be 
zs. per annum ; and then in 1837 (and continuously downwards) it 
was stated at 5s. per annum, excepting that a penny was added to it 
in 1861 ; and thereafter it appeared as a rent of 5s. 1d. per annum. 
‘nd as regards the penny added in 1861, that penny appeared (by the 
Court Rolls) to have been added at a Manorial Court, upon a 
presentment by the hemeye, and as for a» hed built on the 
(or built up against the tenement on the land there 
adjoining). But, save as regards the penny increase in 1861, no 
explanation whatever was forthcoming wis h accounted (either satis 
factorily or at all) for the apparent gradual i increase 
Is. in 1732, to Zs. in 1791, and to 5s. in 183 And it was that con- 
tention on the part of the lord which taduced the judge to decide 
the ejectment in his favour. In other words, the variation of (and | 
by the  cottager ” for his 


. , 
hagpers 


Is. 


eu 


s. 


uniform increase in) the rent payable 
“ vottage” tenement was the determining consideration with his 
lordship for holding that the cottage was not a freeho// tenement 


but was merely an ordinary leasehold 


holden of the manor, 
and determinable on six months’ notice. 


holden from year to year, 


while the | 


sco 


tenement | 


immediately 


| 
{ 


of the rent from | 


But, surely, that was an extreme thing to do, the case of Doe d., | 
Whittick v. Joh (1819, Dow. 173) shewing that the chief rent, 


issuing out of a freehold tenement, is itself a tenement distinct and | 
separate from the freehold tenement out of which it issues ; and this 


“cottage” property, regarded as a tenement, being (almost conclu 


sively) shewn to be a freehold tenement holden of the manor,—it 
was, surely, an extreme thing to communicate to the cottave itself 
the imbecility of the cottage rent issuing thereout. And more 


especially so, as, in Wharton v. King (1796, 3 Anst. 659), Lord KENYON, 


C.J., with the blunt sagacity of a great judge, had : aie said that 
an increase of the old quit rent was, usually, “attributable simply to | 
the lord’s greed.” 


And further, the law had appointed a specific remedy for meeting 
and reducing that injustice on the part of lords, the remedy referred 
to being the writ of ju s, Which (according to Lord Coxe, 
2 Inst., on p. 21) existed before,its availability only being extended by 
c. 10 of the Great Charter (9 Hen. IIL.), and by means of that writ, 
or the remedy obtainable thereon, the ine rease in the rent (or, as it 
was anciently called, the lord's “ ter iment” of rent) was neutral- 
ized, by restoring the ancient rent. The nature of the remedy by 
the writ of te veves is fully explained in 3 Stewart’s Black 
stone (1840), on p. 254; and in Brooke's Real Actions (1811), on p. 
126; and in Real Actions (1825), on pp. 37 and in 
FitzHerbert’ on p. 10. 

It is ther ested, that although it is of the of a 
quit rent to be invariable (and to be, in fact, incapable of variation), 
still an increase in the quit rent was, as a matter of fact, not 
unfrequently made by lords: Which, when it happened, the free- 
holder (including the “ coft ") might resort to his remedy by 
le veres, or might submit to the increase: and if he submitted to 
and fifty years thereafter passed, he was barred of his 
iIncret ind thereafter the increased rent became 


; . 
ale Vere 


Roscoe's 38 ; 


N.R., 
efore sugg 


essence 


teed 
rape 
the increase, 
remedy for the 


we: 


the quit rent, equally as if it had been the quit rent originally 
reserved and made payable. Because, it is pe rfectly settled law, that 
if there is a custom to that effect and the custom may be express 
or implied—a new quit rent (and, a fortior:, an inere ased quit rent) 
may be reserved even in modern times, in the case of freehold 
tenements (Tyssen v. Clarke, 1774, 3 Wils. 541), —— as in the 
case of copyhold (including customary hold) tenements ; Vorthirick vy. 
Stanway (1803, 3 Bos. & P. 346). Lb. 





Souicitors’ JOURNAL, 269 ; 1911, A.C. 
i 


Reviews. 


Trustees. 


Law or Trusts AND Trustees. By ArtHUR REGINALD 
Reupatt and James Wituiam Grete, LL.B., B.A. (Lond.), Bar- 
risters-at-Law. Fourtu Eprrion. Jordan & Sons (Limited). 
The title of this book goes, perhaps, further than its contents. The 
law of trusts is mainly the "result of decisions in equity. <A recent 
attempt to throw the whole of it into statute law has received short 
shrift ; but from time to time parts have been enacted as statute law, 
though rather by way of supplementing than of replacing the rules 
of equity. It is this body of statute law which forms the main 
subject of this useful book. Section 8 is still left of the Trustee 
Act, 1888, and furnishes a limitation on claims in respect of most 
cases of honest breach of trust. A statement of the decisions on its 

and effect forms the opening part of the work. Then the 
callie pass to the Trustee Act, 1893, the Judicial Trustees Act, 
1896, Part I. of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, and the Public Trustee 
Act, 1896. Most of the statutes thus considered are of continual use 
in practice, and both the arrangement of the text and the ex- 
planatory observations and references to the decisions are such as 
to furnish valuable assistance. Incidentally the authors treat also 
of questions arising on the general law of trustees. Thus, section 24 
of the Trustee Act, 1893, in terms, confines a trustee’s liability to his 
own acts and defaults, but in practice this is somewhat misleading and 
the notes to the section explain the real liability of trustees in regard 
to the control of the trust estate. The notes are also commendably 
full in regard to the appointment of trustees by the court and _ the 
making of vesting orders under the Act of 1893. The appendices 
contain the Supreme Court Fund Rules, 1905, and other relevant rules 
and a series of forms in connection with trusts, including deeds 
of ap pointme nt of new trustees and forms of originating summonses. 





Books of the Week. 


Probate, Divorceand Admiralty. —Gibson and Weldon’s 
Student’s P robate, Divorce and Admiralty, intended as an Explan- 
atory Treatise on the Law and Practice in Probate, Divorce and 
Admiralty Matters. Seventh Edition. By the Authors and H. 


Gipson Rivincron, M.A. (Oxon.), and A. CLirrorp Founratyg, 
The Law Notes Publishing Offices. 

Bankruptcy and Bills of Sale. Bankrupte and Bills 
of Sale: An “A BC” of the Law, including Practical Eg on the 
Preparation of Deeds of Arrangement and Statements of Affairs, 
with Numerous Forms. By W. VALentine Batt, M.A., Barrister- 
at-Law. Second Edition, Revised and Enlarged. Sir Isaac Pit 


man & Sons (Limited). 


Correspondence. 
A Visitor to Solicitors. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.| 


Sir,—We 
of Henry 
He gave us particulars of his interest in some Irish property 
Croome Estate—and referred us to a Mr. Ernest Harris, solicitor, 
Grafton-street, Dublin. The reply to a letter addressed to the last 
named came from Mr. Ernest W. Harris, solicitor, 2, St. Andrew- 
street, Dublin, who informed us that he knew nothing of the matter, 
but that he had had similar letters from other London solicitors on 
the subject, with the exception that the name given was not Henry 
Gould but George Read. We have the names of these other 
solicitors. SOLICITORS. 

London, July 8. 


have been called upon by a man giving the name 
Gould and the address of 20, Cloudesley-square, N. 
the 


yA | 
, 








Points to be Noted. 


Common Law. 


Income Tax—Profits of Brewery—Tied House——Com 
pensation Levy.—By the Income Tax Act, 1842, in estimating 
the profits of a trade, no sum can be deducted for disbursements or 
expenses unless it is “wholly and exclusively laid out or expended 
for the purposes of such trade.” A brewery company may deduct 
from its profits, under this provision, the sums paid by it in respect 
of the compensation levy imposed by section 3 of the Licensing Act, 
1904.—Sairu v. Lion Brewery Co. (Liwirep) (H.L., Feb. 14) (55 
150), 
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Workmen’s Compensation—Time for Giving Notice of | as those words in his opinion ought to be understood—had been 
Accident and for Claiming Compensation—Ignorance of | in urred The amount which alone could be recovered pursuant to 


the Act.—By section 2(1) of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1906, an injured workman, in order to obtain compensation, must 
give notice of the accident as soon as possible, and claim compensa 
tion within six months of the accident ; provided that want of notice, 
or failure to make acla‘m in time, shall not har proceedings if either is 
occasioned by “ mistake or other reasonable cause.” But 
ifa workman, meeting with an injury by accident arising out of and 
in the course of his employment, does not know of the existence of 
the Act or his title to compensation, and so fails to give notice o1 
make his claim in time, his remedy is barred notwithstanding the 
proviso.—Roies vy. Pascatt & Sons (C.A., Feb. 22) (1911, 1 K. B 
Jz). 

London Water Supply —‘“‘ Domestic Purposes ” —‘‘ Trade 
Purposes.” By the Metropolitan Water Board (Charges) Act, 1907, 
the board is entitled to charge on the rateable value of the premises 


for water supplied for “domestic purposes,” and domestic purposes | 
do not include the purposes of “any trade, manufacture, or business.” | 


The provision of water for drinking, washing, and the cleansing of 
water-closets and urinals is a provision for domestic purposes, even 
where the water is so used by the employees at a factory ; although 
(MV tropolitan Water Board y, London, Bright and South Coast Railiray 
(%., C. A., 1910, 2 K. B. 890) a railway company providing these 
facilities for travellers is not rated as using water for domestic pur 
poses, and the provision of them for the use of railway servants is 
not yet decided to involve a use of water for domestic purposes. 
Merropo.itaN Warer Boarp v. CoLiey’s Patents (LIMITED) 
(C. A., Feb. 24) (55 Soticrrors’ JourNAL, 311; 1911, 2 K. B. 38), 
Stamp Act, 1891—Lease for a Fixed Term of Years 


if A., B., and C. shall so Long Live.—By Schedule I. to the | 


Stamp Act, 1891, a lease for “any indetinite term” is chargeable 
with stamp duty at a lower rate than a lease for any definite term 
between 35 and 109 years. A lease for 99 years if certain persons 
shall so long live is not a lease for an indefinite term, and is charge 
able with the higher rate of duty— Ear. or Mount Epccumpe 2 
COMMISSIONERS OF INLAND REVENUE (Hamilton, J., March 1: (1911 
2 K. B. 24). 

Distress for Rent —Charges for ‘“‘Man in Possession.” 
By the Distress (Costs) Act, 1817, the charge for “ man in possession 
shall not exceed 2s. 6d. a day where the sum demanded and due is 
£20 or under. In 1888 the Lord Chancellor, acting under section 8 
of the Law of Distress Amendment Act, 1888, made a rule (rule 15 of 
the Distress for Rent Rules of that year) allowing 4s. 6d. a day in 
the like case. The higher scale is lawful, for there is an implied 
repeal of the above provision of the Act of 1817 in the amending 
Act and the rule. naman vy. Rerrer (K.B. Div. Ct., March 23) 
(54 Soricirors’ JOURNAL, 843 ; 1 K. B. 1103). 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


BILLERICAY RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL ». POPLAR UNION 
AND KEELING. Ne. 1. 4th July. 


HIGHWAY EXTRAORDINARY TRAFFIC EXTRAORDINARY EXPENSES 
StigHt Damace to Roaps--Hicuways anp Locomotives (AMEND 
MENT) Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vicr. c. 77), s. 23-—Locomorives Act, 1898 
61 & 62 Vict. c. 29), s. 12. 

Held, that the defendants were entitled t judgment as the planntiffs 

ad not eatablished that the troffie, which they alleged was ** extra 

and for which they claimed to recover expenses from 
the defendants under section 23 of the H ghways and Locomotives 
{mendment) Act, 1878, az amended by section 12 of the Locomotives 

Ie?, 1898, had in fact substantially increased the average cost of the 

roads within their district during the year in question so as to place an 

unfair burden on the ratepayers 


Decision of Channell, J. (1911, 1 A. 72. 734) affirmed 


Appeal by the district council from a judgment entered at the trial 
before Channell, J., sitting without a jury rhe defendant union had 
employed a contractor to carry manure in trucks drawn by a traction 
engine over certain highways within the plaintiffs’ district. The 
manure was brought from London to be used on a farm colony belong 
ing to the defendant guardians. There was evidence that the traffi 
so hauled did some slight damage to the roads, which extended into 
three parishes in the plaintiffs’ district, but it was shewn that, notwith 
standing the damage, the costs of repairing these roads during the 
year, which included the period in question, very slightly exceeded the 
average cost of repairs during the previous five years. In the action 
brought to recover £290 2s. Gd. as extraordinary expenees incurred in 
the repair of these roads, the contractor Keeling was joined as third 
party. Channell, J., held that although there had been slight damage 
(lone to the roads, there was no evidence that extraordinary expenses 


~ 


rdinary traffic,” 


section 23 of the Act of 1878, as amended by section 12 of the Locomo 
tives Act, 1898, was expense caused by the damage arising from the 
extraordinary traffic or weight upon the highway, provided the damage 


was such as to cause extraordinary expense of repair, and so place an 
unfair burden on the ratepayers. But here the evidence shewed that, 
notwithstanding the slight damage done, the costs of repairing these 
roads during the year, which included the period in question, very 
slightly exceeded the averave cost of repairs during the previous five 
years Accordingly he entered judgment for the defendants Ihe 


appeal having been fully argued, 
VauGHAN WILLIAMS and FLercHer Mouton, L.JJ., delivered judg 


ments, in which they agreed with the decision of Channell } 
Buckiey, L.J while concurring in the app il bein diemissed, 

thought that the ra¢ decidend: of the decision was not sound He 

pointed out that there might he ies where the average « t of the 


roads jin the district as a whole was not substantially affected by the 
particular traffic which had required extra repairs to be done to a 
particular road or roads. Nevertheless, if it could be established that 
there had been an expenditure on this particular road or roads due to 
the haulage of goods by the defendants, such traffic would be, in his 

ind the cost of repairs extr ordinary 
th statute, App il dismiseed COUNSEL, 

for the plaintiffs ; ¢ 1. Pussll, K.C., 
and Jiethune, for defendant indians; S FB. Low, K.C., and ¢ BR 
Jones, for defendant Keelir Sonterrors, Jndermaur & Brow n, for 
Leu ad Quennell, Brentwood: #. J. Marsh: W. Hilliard 


[Reported by Exsxine Rerp, Barrister at-Law.] 


opinion, extraordinary traffi 
expe es recoverable under 


Macmorran, K.C., and Nald 


HAMP-ADAMS r. HALL. No. 1. 
INporsING Wait Arter Turet Days Hap 
Evapsep From Darr or Service Wirn Darr or Process 
Derenpanrt Dors Nor Enrer AppEARANCE—CasSE REMITTED TO 
Suerire’s Courr—App.ication TO Ser Astpe VERDICT AND JUDG 

MENT—R. S. C. IX. 15—Costs 

Ord. G, r. 15, directa that The person serving a writ of summons 
hall within three days at the moxt after such service indorse on the 
writ the day of the month and week of service thereof, otherwise the 
plantiff hall not be at liberty in cose of non appearance to proceed hy 


Sth July. 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE 


default 1 wrt swe erved n a defendant at his club hy 
registered letter on the 23rd of November On the 30th of November 
service was indorsed on the writ No appearance was ente red by the 


defendant, and the plaintiff, having signed judqment in default of 
appearance, the case was remitted to the sheriff'a court for damaqes to 
be assessed The defendant did not appear at the shent court, and 
the ury awarded the pli intiff £1,500 

Held, that the writ heing roid by reason of non-com 
pliance with the above ord 


ceedings were void, and must be 


ervice if the 
to indorsement, all subsequent pro 
eet aside. 


Appeal by the defendant, Major Charles Spencer Hall, who applied 
to have set aside an order made by Bucknill, J., 
his application to strike out all proceedings as void which had ter 
minated in a verdict in the Sheriff of London's Court in favour of the 
plaintiff, Miss Jane Hamp-Adams. The action was brought claiming 
damages for an alleged assault on the plaintiff by the defendant, who 
resides in London, while he was calling at her nursing home, in New 
Cavendish street, W The wtion was not defended 
Consequently the plaintiff moved 


at chambers, refusing 


indeed, no 
ippearance was entered to the writ 
for judyment, and the case was then remitted to the sheriff's court for 
the assessment of damages Here ayain the defendant did not appear, 
yvave the plaintiff £1,500 damages. The defendant saw this 
in chambers, to have 


ind the jury 
result in the newspapers, and ipplied to Lush, .J.. 
the verdict set aside That learned judge refused to make the order, and 
an application was then made to the Court of Appeal for leave to 
The court granted that application. Then a subsequent appli 
vas made, this time from the refusal of 


appeal 
cation to the Court of Appeal 
Bucknill, J., at chambers, to whom a later application had been made 
to stay all proceedings after the issue of the writ, on the ground that 
the service of the writ was bad for reasons explained later The 
Court of Appeal granted leave, and it was this appeal which came on 
for hearing Counsel in support of the appeal said that the defendant 
had never been properly served with process in the action. In May, 
1910, Major Hall, who was an officer in His Majesty's Army, now on 
the retired list, was at Miss Hamp-Adams’ house, when the latter 
alleged that he threatened her with violence In attempting to escape 
from him Miss Hamp Adams knocked her knee againat the table at 
which she was sitting when the major came up to her, and the blow 
pr duced lameness, in respect of which she claimed damages The 

\ served by registered letter on the defendant at his club on 
the 23rd of November. On the 30th of November the process server 
indorsed the writ It was submitted that as no appearance had been 
entered bv the defendant ord. 9. r. 15. rendered the service of the 
writ void. Counsel for the plaintiff argued that the omission to indorse 
the writ within three days was a mere irregularity, which the court 
had jurisdiction under the slip order to put right 
due to no conscious fault on his client’s part, and did not render sub 
equent proceedings invalid. [VAvucHan WittiaMs, L.J.—I think the 
Subsequent proceedings were, in the circumstances, 
The rule says that unless certain things are 


The omission was 


omission is fatal 
iltogether unwarranted 
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done the “ plaintiff shall not be at liberty in case of non-appearance to authority and direction of the court to the sequestrators to receive the 

































































proceed to judgment by default Those words are very precise.) | annuity as it became due, and to pay thereout (1) the costs of the 
Counsel then argued that if the court th ught the application sh uld plaintiff and of the respondent of the application (the respondent bei 
senceceed on this techy ] round, there till remained the question of t} Sury ne trustee of the indenture securing the wife's allowar 
costs Che point 1 ! dont the defendant is not taken before undd (2) th m for the time being due and payable to the respondent 
Lush J t hambes ( insel for the defendant intimated that at amd to pay the balance (if any) into court to the credit of the actior 
that time they were una re that the indorsement on the writ had At the hearing the argument turned mainly on the applicability to this 
been irregularly made He i complained that for t hie purposes of mnuitv. and on the effect in England of the Indian) Pensions A 
the application to Bucknill, J it chambers several irrelevant and 1871, where alone the question of the assignability of Indian Gover 
scandalous iffidavit ere filed on behalf of the defendant, and he ment pensions is dealt with By section 11 of that Act: * No pens 
isked that the defendant should not be given the costs of these on granted or continued by Government on political considerations, o1 
taxation. The affidavits set forth a number of alleged facts which account of past services or present infirmities, or as a compassionate 
had no bearing on the e, and which the plaintiff said were absolutely allowance, and no money due, or to become due, on account of 
untrue ibout herself B KLEY LJ The i to get rid of ih pension or allowance, shall be liable to seizure, attachment " 


indalous affidavit t pply to have them taken off the fil Yes: equestration by process of any court in British India, at the instance 


but that means extra expense, and the plaintiff not in the position of a creditor, for any demand against the pensioner, or in satisfaction 
to incur heavy costs of a decree or order of any such court And by section 12: \l| 
VauGHaN WILLIAM Ld ' ivit judyment id it is obvious, | assignments, agreements, orders, sales, and securities of every kind 
on the admitted facts in this case, that ord. 9. r. 15. had not been | made by the person entitled to any pension, pay, or allowance mentioned 
complied with, because the ndorsement on the writ is made at a. in section 11, in respect of any money not payable at or before the 
later date than three days at most ifter the service In his making thereof, on account of any such pension, pay, or allowance, o1 
judgment the effect of that was that the plaintiff had no right to pro for giving or assigning any future interest therein, are null and void 
ceed upon the rit at all It was not now denied by the plair tiff’s An affidavit was filed which had been sworn by the Accountant-Gene) 
counsel that there w no right to proceed with the writ in the absence in the India Office, proving that the Secretary of State recognized the 
of personal ser but it was suggested that the non-compliance with vight of the defendant to assign his annuity, and that it was the pract 
the rule had been waived by the defendant, and several matters were Of the India Office to recognize such assignments. Joyce, J., was 
mentioned as nstitutis 1 Waiver In his lordship’s opinion, it was pinion that Madras Civil Service annuities were not affected by the 
impossible for the defendant to il this right and the alleged Indian Pensions Act, 1871, and were, therefore, assignable and liable 
river need mot be dered by the court The result of the defect to sequestration The defendant appealed 


was by the rule to render the writ void, so that in fact the subsequent fue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Farwett and Kennepy 


proceedings were " rregular. Non-compliance with the rule in L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal 

tituted more tl er regularit vhich uld he waived. but Cozens-Harpy, M.R This is an appeal from a decision of Joy 

something which put the plaintiff out of eourt Under these circum J vho has held that sequestration may issue against the appellant 

stance this ip} it rst TT eed ariel thee idument and erdict. be ivainst vhom a judyment has been obtained The question is whethe 

set aside But there t remained the quest if ats He had 1 im annuity hich the ippellant is entitled to receive and is recei 

doubt that the defendant must have the cost f the appe il. but witl in be taken in sequestration It appears from the recital in the Fa 

regard to the sts incurred before Bucknill, J.. in chambers (includ Indian Annuity Funds Act, 1874, that so long ago as 1824 there 

ing the cost f the affidavit he was of opinion that these ete | established a Civil Service Annuity Fund. The fund was raised part 

ought to be charged against the other side by deductions from the salaries of the Civil Servants who subscribed 
Bucktey, L..J neurred ind partly by grants made first by the old East India Company, wid 


} ifterwards the Indian Government, to supply deficiencies, the prop 


VAUGHAN WILLIAM L,..J I do not know hat is to happen here 
after in this case, but if the plaintiff is minded to go on with her) tons paid by the subscribers and the Government grants being, roug! 
wtion, need there be a fresh service of the writ peaking, two-fifths and three-fifths. In 1871 came the Indian Pensi 

Counsel for the defendant thouyht not In that case he would Act of that year, which was an Act to consolidate and amend the la 
undertake to enter an appearance to the writ at once without a fresh relating to pensions and grants, and applies to the whole of India. I 
service. Counsel for the plaintiff intimated that the action would be irtue of sections 11 and 12 of that Act pensions granted or continue 

by Government on political considerations or for past services are mad 


proceeded with Judgment accordingly Counse., Metall, K.C.. and 
KR (; Palmer for the defendant : Vallinson for the } laintiff 
Souiirrors, J. ¢ Sumpter & Co.; Adams, Burn, d& Son 


ilienable As a matter of construction of that Act I think that 


s plain that it did not apply at the date when it was passed to the 
right of a Madras Civil Servant to claim an annuity of the Civil Servi 


[Reported by Ensxtne Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] Annuity Fund against the trustees of that fund, for it only applied to 
KNILL v. DUMERGUE. No. 7. 3rd July pensions granted or continued by the Government. These annuiti 
PENSION—SEQUESTRATIOD Mapras Civin Service Annt vere not either granted or continued by the Government, and, there 
t : mR ivi ITY (SSIG.s fore. when the Act of 1871 was passed, these payments were entire 


ABILITY OF ANNUITY INDIAN) Penstons Act (No. XNITTTE. on 1871 oil ‘ Then « » the F 187 J . } 
11, 12—KFast Inpiaw Annvrry Funps Act, 1874 (37 Vier. c. 12 outside s operation The ime the Act of 1874 Under that A 


the Government took ove the annuity funds and the liabilities attached 





Innuities to retired Ind ( (Ne nts, which hare be ¢ pe »> them. Now it was admitted that prior to 1871 there was no rest: 
rhe out / the ervenue i India hy fue i the Kast India Annuity on upon the right to assign these annuities, and, in fact, the Act 
Fund let, 1876 . thereby brought within the provi / f th 1871 had nothing whatever to do with them Sut it is said that the 
Indian Pen let, 1871, but are assignable and liable to sequestration Act of 1874 entirely altered the position of these annuities, and brought 

This was an appeal fro decision of Joyce, J. (reported ante, p. 479 hem ithin the operation of the Act of 1871, which is not mentioned 
A summons wae tak fou b syn I performance action t deco n the later Act Did the Act of 1874 alter the rights of subscribes 
whether a Madras ( Service annuity came within the provisions to the special fund and substitute for them rights against the Gover 
against alienation or attachment of pensions granted or continued by ment of India | cannot think that it had that effect. It seems 
(Crovernment ontained in the Indian Pensions Act, 1871. The Madras me to preserve most carefully the rights of subscribers. The effect of 
Civil Service Annuity Fund was established in 1824 by agreement the Act of 1874 was to terminate the civil annuity funds and to sub 
between members of the ¢ il Ser e of the Presidency ind was vested stitute in lieu thereof simply and solely the revenues of India. TI 
In trustees It was maintained partly by the contributions of- th present appellant entered the Civil Service in 1877, three years aft 
beneficiaries, and parti by a subvention from the East India ¢ mpany the Act of 1874 was passed He ovenanted to subscribe to the fund 
ontinned by the Ind (Jovernment In 1871 the subscribers is ind conform to the rules and regulations of the fund Evidence has 























reneral meeti greed to transfer the fund and its liabilities to the been given that it is the practice of the India Office to recognise assig! 
Secretary of State fi India in Council, and in consequence of doubt ments of these annuities, and that the appellant was a subscriber 
entertained as to the effect of this resolution, and similar proceeding the Madras Civil Service Annuiry Fund I think that there is 
in the other Presidencies, a nfirming Act of the Imperial Parliament ‘ dence that his position 18 in anv way different from that which he 
the East Indian Annuity Funds Act) was passed in 1874. The defendant ould have occupied before 1874, simply because the fund for the pas 
entered the Madras Civil Service in 1877, and at once became a sub ment of the annuities has been altered. It still remains an annuity 
scriber to the fund He executed a deed of yvvenant, dated the llth hich he « entitled as a matter of contract, two-fifths being paid by 
of September, 1877, and made between him and the Secretary of State himself and the balance by the Indian Government I shrink fron 
in Council, by which nite alia) he enanted to subscribe to the fund saving that the Act of 1874 brought the whole class of Indian { 
wv allow his subscriptions to be deducted from his pay ind to conform Servants within the Act of 1871 On that ground, which is sub 
to the rules and regulations of the fund In 1903, on his retirement | stantially the same as that taken by Joyce, J., I think that his de i 
from the Service, he obtained his annuity under an order of the Goverr vas right, but I also think, though it is not necessary in the prese 
ment of Madras In 1907 he assigned it to trustees to secure an annual ircumstances for the judgment, that the Act of 1871 does not ap) 
payment to h vife, from whom he wae livii ipart In March, 1910, | to proceedings in the English courts. On both grounds I think that 
the plaintiff obtained judgment against him in this action for payment the decision of Joyce, J., wae right, and that the appeal must be 
of certain moneys to court, and on his failure to comply with the dismissed 
order a writ of sequestration was issued. The India Office, which had Farwett and Kennepy, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the sar 
received notice both of the assignment of the innuity and of the writ effect CouNSEI Hughes, i . and Whitmore Richarde: Young ' 
of sequestration, informed the olicitors for the plaintiff that the K.C.. and Beehee;: BH. Beaumont Sortcrrors, Valpy, Peckhar | ; 
Secret ary of State proposed to thhold payment of the annuity pend Che plin; Billing, Thomps m, & Co., for Fairfax Spot wrth, Br | 
ing the decision of the court between the iWious laimants The  Kdward Downes f 
present summons was thereupon taken out by the plaintiff for th {Reported by J. I. Srintrxo, Barrister-at-Law.} 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 
BANFIELD v. PICARD. Joyce, J. lth July. 


VenvoR AND PuRCcHAsSER—Spreciric PERFORMANCE— ACTION ON CONTRACT 


CosTs. 


Where a decree for specific performance, with inquiry as to title, ts 
granted in an action in which questions of contract only, and not of title, 
are raised, the purchaser will be ordered to pay the costs of the action 
aud inquiry upon title being shewn. 


This was an action for specific performance of a contract for the 
purchase of land, in which the questions raised by the defence were 
solely on the contract, no question of title being disputed The 
plaintiffs were successful, and an order was made for specific perform 
ance, with an inquiry as to title. On the question of costs, the 
defendant contended that it was the rule that if the vendor has not 
shewn a good title before his action is brought he must pay the costs 
of the suit up to the time when a good title is first shewn : Morgan and 
Wurtzburg, p. 254, and Halkett v. Dudley (1907, 1 Ch. 590). The 
plaintiff maintained that thie rule applied only to cases wherein ques 
tions of title were in dispute, and was not applicable to cases like the 
present, which was on the contract only : Croome v. Lediard (2 My 
& K. 293), Seton, vol. 3, p. 2257. 

Joyce, J., said : | am surprised that the rule is not more clearly laid 
down. In this action there was no dispute as to title, the contest being 
solely on the contract The dictum of Parker, J., on which the 
defendant relies, is in Halkett Dudley (1907, 1 Ch., at p. 607). ** With 
regard to costs (7.¢., in an action for specific performance), the usual rule 
is clear that in an ordinary case the vendor pays the costs up to the 
date when title was shewn.’’ This refers only to cases where it is the 
title which is in dispute In a case like the present, where the 
defendant has brought the action upon himself, [ must direct him to 
pay the costs up to and including the trial of the action, and the costs 
of the inquiry, to be paid when and if a good title be shewn.—Counset, 
Hughes, K.C., and W. H. Cozens-Hardy, for the plaintiff; HW. 7. 
Vethold, for the defendant. Soticrrors, 7. DV. Jones & Co., for 
Stanley Owen, Swansea; Rawle, Johnston, & Co 

[Reported by R. C. CARRINGTON, Barrister-at-Law.] 


COLEMAN & CO. (LIM.) ». STEPHEN SMITH & CO. (LIM.). Jn 
the Matter of THE REGISTERED TRADE-MARKS Nos. 305,293 
AND 306,121 OF STEPHEN SMITH & CO. (LIM.), AND /» (hy 
Mutter of THE TRADE-MARKS ACT, 1905. Swinlen Eady, J. 
19th, 20th, and 2ist June; 11th July. 


TRADE-MARK—INVENTED Worp—UsEeEr or TRADE-MARK AS REGISTERED 
PROBABILITY OF DecerpTIon—Mortion to Rectiry Recister. 


The plaintiffs, who are the proprietors of the extract of meat aud 
malt wine known as ‘* Winearnis,”’ brought this action against the 
defendants for an injunction to restrain them from selling any medicated 
wine or simadar preparation in bottles so gol up as to be calculated to 
lead to the helie? that the defendants’ yp eparation is the plaintiffs 

Wincernis”’ preparation: and they also moved to rectify the Register 
of Trade-marks by striking off therefrom the name “ Carvino,” which 
had been registered by the defendants as the name of their pre paratu " 
of medicated wine. 

The injunction was granted, but the motion was refused. 


This was an action for an injunction to restrain the defendants from 

getting up’ or in any other manner endeavouring to pass off their 
preparation of medicated wine, which they were selling under the 
name ‘‘ Carvino,’’ as and for the preparation of medicated wine sold 
by the plaintiffs, and known as ‘‘ Wincarnis.’’ There was also a motion 
to rectify the Trade-marks Register by expunging the word ‘‘ Carvino”’ 
therefrom. 

SWInren Eapy, J., said that the evidence went to shew that the 
defendants had been gradually and systematically approaching the 

get up”’ of the plaintiffs’ goods, and that in the *‘ get up”’ of their 
goods they had adopted features not common to the trade, but closely 
resembling the features in the ‘“‘ get up’ of the plaintiffs’ goods. It 
was the whole ‘* get up,” taken together, that was calculated to deceive 
and on the facts before him he granted the injunction. On the motion | 
to rectify the Register his lordship said that the word ‘‘ Carvino ”’ had 
heen registered notwithstanding the opposition of the plaintiffs, and 
there had been no appeal from the decision of the Registrar If a 
trade-mark were used dishonestly it could be removed It might be 

leulated to deceive as used, though not so calculated to deceive as | 
registered. In this connection his lordship referred to the judgment | 
of Lord Lindley in Pe Christiansen’s Trade-mark (3 Rep. Pat. Cae., 
it p. 63), as shewing that the decision to expunge was only arrived at ! 
in that case because the respondent's trade mark was not complete a : 
registered, and when used as completed was calculated to deveive 
His lordship also referred to the case of He Worthington & ¢ 
T'rade-mark (14 Ch. D., p- 9) as only decided on the ground that there 
was a probability that there would be confusion arising in the ordinary 
course of trade, and concluded as follow On the whole, I cannot come 
to the conclusion that the word ‘‘ Carvino ”' alone is calculated to deceive 
without the ‘‘ get up,”’ and I accordingly refuse the motion, but without 
costs.—CounsEL, Buckmaster, K.C., and L. B. Sebastian, for the! 
plaintiffs; Walter, K.C., and PD. M. Kerly, for the defendants. | 
Soticirors, Blair & W. B. Girling J. Westcott d& Son 

{Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law[. 


Te JOHN HAMMOND, Deceased. BURNISTON ». WHITE. 
Parker, J. 27th June. 
WiLL-—Construction—Bequests to **‘ My Wire” * Durinc Wipow 
HOOD '’ OR UNTIL Her Decease orn Seconp Marriace *'—INvaALIp 

MARRIAGE 


1 festuter gave certain property to his “ wife” to be enjoyed by her 
during widowhood, with gifts over after her “ decease or second 
narriage.”” The lady whom the testator thus described as his wife, and 


| with whom he went th ugh the form f marrige, we not in fact his 
| wife, and though the testator did not know this, he was aware that it 
| might he , tt the lady’ husband, whom they believed to be dead, 
should prove lo he alive titer the testator’s death jt was discovered 
that the lady's hushand w fill living 

Held, that the l ay, whom the testator had described as his “ wife,’’ 
was entitled to enjoy the properly until her death or future marriage. 


The plaintiff, Elizabeth Burniston, was married to Andrew Burniston 
in 1873, and lived with him until 1893, when he disappeared. Shortly 
after his disappearance Mrs. Burniston heard and believed that her 
husband had been drowned. In 1903 she went through the ceremony 
of marriage with the testator, John Hammond, with whom she lived 
up to the date of his death, being regarded and treated as his wife. 
Che testator knew all the circumstances of Andrew Burniston’s dis 
appearance, and knew that there wee a chance of his still being alive. 
By his will, made in 1903, the testator bequeathed his consumable 
stores to ‘“‘my wife Elizabeth absolutely,’’ and certain household 


effects to her during her widowhood,’’ with gifts over ‘‘ after her 
decease or second mrarriag¢ Chere were also other bequests, in- 
cluding one of an annuity given to her as ‘‘ my wife,’’ which .was to 
be enjoyed by her during her widowhood,’ with gifts over ‘‘ after 
her decease ol se ond marriage The defendants, who were co 


executors and co-trustees with the plaintiff, paid her the annuity until 
1910, when they ceased making the payments, as it had come to their 
knowledge that Andrew Burniston was still living. Thereupon the 
plaintiff brought this action for the purpose of determining the effect 
of the bequests contained in the testator’s will. 

Parker, J., in the course of his judgment, said that the question to 
be decided was really one of construction, and that, in arriving at what 
were the testator’s intentions, he was entitled to take into consideration 
all the facts of Burniston’s disappearance and of the plaintiff's marriage 
with the testator. He thought that, having regard to the long and 
continued absence of her husband, the plaintiff was quite justified in 
coming to the conclusion that her husband was dead, though both she 
and the testator apparently realised that the husband might be alive, 
and that if this was so their marriage would be unlawful—that was, 
they knew there was a risk and dec ided to take it There had been 
cases before the court in which it had been held that a reference to 
widowhood imported a condition that the property should only be held 
if the marriage were a valid one, but in this case jt appeared that the 


testator. sin he km all the facts, did not intend to import such a 
ondition, esp ially as the words ‘‘ during widowhood ”’ were followed 
by the words after her decease or second marriage.’’ His lordship, 


referring to the followin cases which had been cited by counsel : Je 
Wagstafie (1908, 1 Ch. 162), Re Boddington (32 W. R. 448, 25 Ch. D 
685). We Lowe (40 W. R. 475; 61 L. J. Ch. 415), and Lepine v. Bean 
18 W R. 797 R. 10 Ky 160 iid that the « 
rise to those cases were quate different from the circumstances of the 
present case He «id t think there had been any case in which a 
testator. although he believed himself to be lawfully married, knew that 
there was afr k of the marriage being unlawful, His lordship, there 
fore, held that the plaintiff was entitled to enjoy the property 
bequeathed to her by the testator’s will in accordance with the terms 


1( 
L 


cumstances piving 





of the will as if she had been his lawful wife.—-CounseL, Romer, K.C., 

and (. EB. Brackenbury; Vartelli, K.C., and H. Newell SoLIcITORS, 

F. B. Brook, for A. V Hammond, Bradford; Sherwood, Baker, & 
Hart. for M. Banks Newell, Bradford. 

[Reported by F. Briees, Barrister-at-Law 

ASHOVER FLUOR SPAR MINES (LIM.) rv. JACKSON. Eve, J. 


7th July. 


} 


Inrerest—Damaces —JUpGMENT—DAMAGES ro BF ASCERTAINED 
INTEREST ON Amount Recovernp--From Date or Ornver oR CERTIFI- 
cate—1 & 2 Vict. c. 110 17, 18 
In an action of trespass an order by consent was made wherehy it waa 


referred to a apecid referce to ascertam the amount of the damage *, und 
the defendant aqreed fo poy the amount certified 

Held, that the plaintiff were entitled to interest on the amount 
certified from the date of the certificate, and not from the date of the 
order 

This was a motion that the report of a referee be adopted md that 
the defendants be ordered to pay to the plaintiffs the amount of the 
damages certified, together with interest at 4 per cent. from the date 
of the order. The action was for trespass, for negligently working the 
minerals under the plaintiff's land, and claimed, inter alia, damages 
By an order made by consent on the 18th of July, 1910, it was referred 
to a special referee to ascertain the amount of the damages, and the 
defendants agreed to pay the amount of damages certified by the referee 
The referee, by his report, dated the Ist of June, 1911, certified that 
the amount found by him to be payable by the defendants to the 
plaintiffs as damages was £1,515. The plaintiffs claimed interest_on 


this amount from the 18th of July, 1910, the date of the order. The 
‘ 
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lefendants contended that they were only liable at most for interest 
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of ente ring up the 
y sum of money shall be 


payable shall be deemed jadgment creditors within the meaning of 


|] be pronounced and the 7 
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the defendant was settled in London he wrote a letter giving his address 
as requested. There was no evidence that defendant ever solicited 
any business. The case with regard to Mr. S. broke down. The next 
case was that of Mr. B., the owner of a cinematograph, who wished to 
sell his business to a limited company. He instructed the defendant 
as managing clerk to the plaintiff, to draft an agreement for sale. The 
defendant told Mr. B. that he was leaving the firm, and suggested tha 

would not be fair for him to take it from the plaintiff. Mr. B. said the 
plaintiff would not have it after the defendant had left him lhe 
defendant undertook the work He took the agreement down from 


London to Staines and read it over to the parties. That was tl 

only act which was the act of a solicitor which he did within the area 
The other case was that of Miss W., who instructed the defendant, at 
that time settled in London, to do certain business. In the course of 


that business the defendant wrote certain letters which were solicit 
letters to people at Staines. Had the defendant committed a bri 
The circumstances were different from those in the case of Kdmun 


hhends 1905, 2 Ch. 320), because in that case the agreement bound 
the defendant Tot to do any work or act usually done by solicit 
Buckley, J.. had held that writing letters to persons within the area 
vase doing an act usually done by solicitors, though he had also said 
in the course of his judgment that it was acting as a solicitor. This 


i slip which he had corrected in the case of Woodbridge v. Bell / 
1911, 1 Ch. 326, C.A.), where he had explained that he had not 
intended more than that defendant had done an act usually done by a 


solicitor. He was of opinion that the covenant in this case was o 
meant to restrict the defendant from acting substantially as a solicit« 
within the area. Apart from that, he was not sure but that the word 

practise or act must not be read together with those that follo 

as a solicitor, solicitor’s clerk or conveyancer,”’ -and that since the 
word “act” only, and not ‘ practise,” could apply to *‘ solicitor’s 
clerk,’ it must not be taken that the word ‘‘ practise ’’ only was to be 
read with the word “ solicitor If that were so it would bring the 
case entirely within that of oodbridge v. Bellamy. One ought to be 
very careful where possible not to interpret these avreement 


preventing the doing of isolated acts Injunction refused.-Couns! 
Engl: Ah Harrison, K.C., and Attenhe rough > Cave, K.C., and B 
Sotictrorns, B. S. Freeman; J. C. Fox 


bh. (. TREGARTHEN, Barrister-at-Liw 


Re ported by « 





Solicitor Ordered to be Suspended 


July 12 Arntuur Joun Enwarp Newron, 23, Great Marlborou 


street, W uspended for t velve months from the 25th inst 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 


Division. 


DUNNING v-. DUNNING. Evans, P., and Bargrave Deane, |] 
Sth July. 
SUMMARY JuRIsDICTION (MARRIED Women) Act, 1895 (58 & 59 Vi 
( 39), ss  § A DeSERTION B) H usBaAND—OrpDER— No? 
COHABITATION CLAUS# APPLICATION BY HusBAND T0 STRIKE OU1 
CLause -Powrr or Court vo VARY ORDER 


Whewe a hu nd hed heen adjudged by justices to he guilty of 
le rti and rdered ta poy a weekly sum fo wife, and a non-cohahi 
fat luuse hed been inserted in the order hy virtue of sectwon oO 


the Summary / Juriasdiction (Married Women) Act, 1895, wows 
Hleld, by the lhivisional Court, on the application of the hush 
thet it hud power to vary the order by striking out the clause 


Appeal by the husband from an rder of the Coventry just 


| ed tl jl ff March, 19D, vhereby it Vas vdjudged that he | ! 
deserted his wife, and he was ordered to pay an allowance to 
Further it was ordered that ‘‘ his said wife be no longer bound 
cohabit with the defendant.’’ The court refused to hear the appeal 


in respect to the alleged desertion, inasmuch as the appellant had not 


contested the charge before the justices, neither did it see fit to 


vary the allowance ordered. Counsel for the appellant drew the 
ourt s attention to the non-cohabitation clause { upra) and | 

mitted that it should be struck out. He referred to the case of 
Hlarriman v. Hea man (53 Soricirors’ Journar, 265; 1909, P. 125), 
where Kennedy, L.J., said : Fe - I am clearly of opinion 


that it is neither in accordance with the intention of the Legislature, 
as appearing in this statute hoy Summary Jursdiction (Married 


me 


Wome Act. 1895. 58 & 59 Vik ce. 39), nor in the interest of t 
ite «a publi morals, that the provision hieveelel Lee yin luded 
order which is sought for and obtained solely on the ground of the 
hneband desertion EVANS r Have ve the power to trike 
it The court has power under ord. 59, rr. 7 and 16, which runs 
follow Rule 7.-—On any motion by of appeal from ar f 


court, the court to which any appe 1 may be brought shall ha 

power to draw all inferences of fact which might have been drawn in 
the court below, and to give any judgment and make any order which 
ought to have been made No such motion shall succeed on the 
ground merely of misdirection or improper reception or rejection of 
evidence, unless, in the opinion of the court, substantia] wrong of 
miscarriage has been thereby occasioned in the court below, and 
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* Rule 16.—The High Court shall have power to extend the time for 
appealing, or to amend the grounds of appeal, or to make any other 
order, or such terms as the court shall think just, to ensure th: 
determination on the merits of the real questions in controversy 
between the parties.’’ [Evans, P.—Does the wife consent?] Counsel 
for the respondent intimated that he had no instructions from his 
client upon the matter. 

Tue Court (Evans, P.. and BarGrave Deane, J.) dismissed the 
appeal with costs, but varied the order by striking out the n 
cohabitation clause.—CounseL, Willock: W. O. Willi Souicrrors 
Judge & Priestley, for TP. Baker db ¢ Birmingham: Shy 
Pritchard, & Co., for Hughes d& Masse Coventry 


[Reported by Diosr Cores-Prerpr, Barrister-at-Law.) 


New Orders, &c. 

The Circuits. 

\t the Court at Buckingham Palace, the 5th day of July, 191], | 
Present, the King’s Most Excellent Majesty in Council. 

Whereas by an Order in Council, bearing date the 2nd day of August, 
1910, certain arrangements as regards the Circuits of the Judges were 
approved : 

(nd whereas it is expedient that the said Order be amended on account 
of certain alterations which have been made in the arrangements for the 
transaction of Civil business in various Counties : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty in Council is pleased to order and it is 
hereby ordered as follows : 

The Commission days for the several places on the respective Cirenits 
for the Assizes to be hereafter holden shall, as far as may be practicable 
and the business to be done may allow, be fixed by the Judges in manner 
heretofore accustomed in accordance with the scheme set out in the 
Schedule hereto, but in fixing such Commission days— 

(a) The order of towns may be changed on any Circuit when it 
is desirable to prevent the Assizes at any town being holden con- 
temporaneously with special local events or for any other special 
reason, and 

(6) The dates of the Commission days named in the Schedule for 
any town may be altered so as to provide for anticipated business, o1 
the anticipated absence of business, but no alteration of the dates of 
such Commission days which will diminish the number of Judges in 
town at any period of the Sittings shall be made without the con- 
sent of the Lord Chief Justice of England. 

(c) It shall be lawful for the Lord Chief Justice from time to 
time, with the sanction of the Lord Chancellor, to direct that Civil 
us well as Criminal business shall be taken at any Assize town on 
the Autumn Circuit in addition to those at which it is provided by 
the Schedule to this Order that Civil as well as Criminal business 
shall be taken. 

(7) For the transaction of Civil business at Liverpool and 
Manchester a Judge of the King’s Bench Division shall be assigred 
to take such business for ench Sitting of the High Court. The Judge 
so assigned shall sit for the trial of Civil Actions at sueh times and 
shall hold such adjo rned Sittings. at both such cities as shall be 
necessary to enable him to dispose so far as he conveniently can of 
all actions entered for trial at Liverpool not later four weeks, and 
at Manchester not later than two weeks, before the last day of each 
Sitting. 

He shall also be at liberty, subject as herein provided, to sit at either 
or both of such cities before as well as after the commencement of each 
Assize, and shall do so if the state of business so requires. Provided 
that he shall so far as possible sit at Liverpool and Manchester during 
the whole time that the Judge taking Criminal business is sittang there, 
and shall not unless it is unavoidable sit at cither of such cities while 
\ssizes are being held at Appleby, Carlisle, or Lancaster. 

The list of Liverpool and Manchester Civil business shall be in charge 
of such assigned Jadge for each sittings. The Judge holding a Criminal 
Assize at Liverpool and Manchester shall when not required for Criminal 
business assist as heretofore in the trial of Civil actions whenever the 
Sittings for Civil Lusiness are being held during the time he is at 
Liverpool and Manchester. 

At each Assizes Liverpool shall be the first city and Manchester the 
second city. Provided that it shall be lawful for the Lord Chief Justice 
of England, by notice directed to the Clerk of Assize for the Northern 
Circuit to direct that Manchester shall be the first and Liverpool shall 
be the second city for any judicial year commencing the 12th of October. 
Such notice shall be given not later than the first of July preceding 
the commencement of each judicial year and shall be published by the 
Clerk of Assize at Liverpool and Manchester and deguhese in such 
manner as he shall think convenient for making the change publicly 
known, 

The Schedule to this Order shall be substituted for the Schedule ¢ 
the Order in Council relating to Circuits dated the 2nd of August, 1910, 
and the said Order in Council shall take effect subject to the substitu 
tion made by this Order, and any copy thereof hereafter printed may be 
printed with the substitution made by this Order. 


Americ FitzRoy. 
Nore.--Whiere Sunday falls on a date different from that which is 
noted in the Schedule, Commission days will have to be altered 
accordingly. 


SCHEDULE. 


EASTER CIrReutt, 
Northern North Eastern. 


April iith - . - Liverpor . - - oumes 


May 2nd - . . Manchester Leeds, Civil and Criminal 
When Whit Sunday falls before the 2Zlst of May, the dates shall be 
altered so us to enable these cireuits to end on the Thursday before 
Whit Sunday. 
SUMMER CIRCUTI 


(Civil and Criminal). 


SOUTH EASTEKN Huntingdon, May 20; Cambridge, May 23; Bury st. Edmunds, May 
t Norwich, May 1: € elastonl, June Hertford, Juge 15; Maidstone, June 19 
Guildford, June 27 ; Lewes, Ju y 

MIDLAN Ayles) ry, May 2 Hedford, May 31; Northampton, Jun Leice ter, 
June 7; Ovkh m, June 14; Lincolo, Jane 1 Derby, Jane 21; Nottingh m(1), June 29 
Wareick, | ly 5; Birmingham ), July l 

OXFORD Reading, May Oxford, June 1; Worcester, June 5; Gloucester, June 10 
Monmouth, June 17; Herefor!, June Shrewsbury, June ve Statford (2), July 1; 
Birm neham (’) July 10 

WESTERN.—Sal sbury, M y 20; Dorsch s‘er, May 26; Wells, May 30; Lodmin, Jun 
3; Exeter (:), June 9; Winchester (2), June 15; Bri ‘ol (2), June 22. 

NORTH EASTERN Durham (2), J 4; Newcastle (2), July 1 York (2), July §; 


Leeds (2), July 12 
NORTHERN Appleby, June 19; Carlisle, June 21; 
July 1; Manchester (2), July 15 


Line wter, June Liverpool (2) 









NoRTH WALES. —Newtown, May 24; Dolgelly, May 26; Cirparvon, May Beau 
maris. June 2; Ruthin, Jane 3; Molt, June 7; Che-ter(2), J ly 8; Swat sea (2), July 16 

SouTH WAL Haverfordwest, May 24; Lampeter, May 26; Carmar 20: 
Brecon, June 3; Presteign, June 6 

As to Civil Business at Manchester and Liverpool, see paragraph (/) { the Order in 
Cou il 

AULI MN CIRCUTI 
(Criminal only unless otherwise st ited) 

OUTH EASTERN. —C umbridge, Oct Norwich, Oct. 16; Bury or Ipswich (Civil and 
Criminal), Oct 23; Chelmsf« 28: Returns Nov. 2; UWertford, Nov, 18; Maid- 
stone, Nov. 22; Guildford, N Lewes (Criminal and Civil), Dec. 6; En‘s Dec. 16 


MIDLAND. —Aylesbury, Oct. 12; Bedford, Oct. 14; Northainp'on, Oct. 17; Leicester, 
Oct. 20: Lincoln, Oct. 25; Derby, Uct. 28; Nottingbam, Nov. 1; Warwick, Nov. 6; 
Birmingham (2), Nov. 30 


OxvrorD.—Reading, Oct. 12; Oxford, Oct. 17 Worce ter, Oct. 20; Gloucester, Oct 
Mermou'h, Cet. 30; Hereford, Nov Shrewsbury, Nov. 6; Stafford, Nov. 9; 

Birmingham (2) Nov. 30. 

\onTHERN.—Cartisle, Oct. 24; Lancaster, Oct. 28; Liverpool (2), Nov. 1; Manchester 
( Nov. 16 

NoRTH EASTE! Newesstle (Civil and Criminal), Nov.2; Durham Nov. 8; York 
Nov 4: Leeds (2) (Civil and Crimi: Nov. 18 

WESTERN. --Salisbury or Devizes, Oct. 12; Dorchester, Oct. 16; Well rv Taunton 
Oct. 19; Bodmin, O t. 24 Exeter (Civil and Criminal), Oct. 27 Winchester, Nov. 4; 
Bristol (2) (Civil and Criminal), Nov, 13 

NORTH AND SouTH WALES.—Carnarvon, Oct. 12; Ruthin, Oct. 16; Chester (Civil and 
Criminal), Oct. 19; Carmarthen, Oct 6; Brecon, 0 t, 3); Cardiff or Swansea (2) 


(Civil and Crimina}), Nov. 1 


As to Civil Business at Manchester and Liverpool, paragraph (7) of the Order in 


WINTER CIRCUIT 


Civil and Crimina)) 


SOUTH EASTERN Huntingdon, Jin. 11; Cambridge, Jan. 14; Ipswich, Jan. 19: Nor 
wich, Jan 26; Chelms ord, Feb, * iierttord, Feb. 10; Maidstone, Fe 15; Guildford, 
Feb. 2 Lewe , Feb. 27; Kods Mar. 11 

MIDLAND. —Aylesbury, Jan, 11; Bedford, Jan 14; Northampton, Jan. 11, Leicester, 
Jan. 23: Oakham, Jan. 28; Lincoln, Jan. 30; Derby, F 6; Nottingham, Feb. 18 
Warwick (1), Mar. 8; Birmingham (2), Mar. 13. 

OxFoRD.—Reading, Jan. 11; Ox ord, Jan. 16; Worcester, Jan. 19; Gloucester, Jan 

Monmouth, Feb. 1; Hereford, Fe 6: Shrewsbury, Feb. 0; Stafford (2), Feb. 15 ; 
Birmirgham (2%), Mareh 13 

WESTERN —Devizes, Jan. 11; Dorchester, Jan. 18; Taunton, Jan, 19; Bodmin, Jan, 24 
Exeter (2), Jan. 30; Winchester(2), Feb. 4; Bristol (2), Feb. 11 

NortTu EAstei Neweastle (2), Fe 0; Durham (2), Feb. 27; Vork (2', March ¢ 
Leeds (2), March 9 

NORTHERN. Appleby, Jan. 21; Carlisle, Jan. 23; Lancaster, Jan. 26; Liverpool (2), 


Feb. 1; Manchester(2). Feb. 16 
NorTH WALES.—Welshpool, Ja 


Dolgelly, Jan. 14; Carnarvon, Jan. 17; Beau 
maris, Jan. 21; Ruthin, Jan , 


Mold, Jan. 27; Chester (2), Feb. 24; Cardiff (2), 


March . 
SourH WALKS. —Uaverfordwest, Jan. 11; Lampeter, Jan. 14; Carmarthen, Jan. 17; 
Brecon, Jan. 21; Presteign, Jan. 24; Chester (2), Feb. 24; Cardiff (2), March 2 


As to Civil Business at Manchester and Liverpool, sec paragraph (¢) of the Order in 
Council! 





District Registries. 


At the Court at Buckingham Palace, the 5th day of July, 1911. 
Present, the King’s Most Excellent Majesty in Council. 

Whereas it is enacted by section 60 of * The Supreme Court of Judi 
cature Act, 1873,” that it shall be lawful for His Majesty, by Order in 
Council, from time to time to direct that there shall be District Regi 
trars of the High Court in such places as shall be in such Order men 
tioned for Districts to be thereby defined and for the purposes in the 
aid section referred to, and that His Majesty may thereby appoint 
that any person in the said section referred to shall and may be a 
District Registrar of the High Court for the said purposes 

And whereas Her late Majesty Queen Victoria was pleased by Her 
Order in Council of the 19th day of May, 1899, to order that there 
should be a District Registry of the said Yiieh Court at (among other 





| places) East Stonehouse, and that the district of the said District 
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Registry should be the Court District of the Connty Court of Devon- | Law Societies, pursuant to the resolution of the society relating to 


hire held at Plymouth and East Stonehouse 

And whereas His Majesty was pleased by His Order in Council of the 
28th day of November, 1910, to order that from and after the 24th day of 
Jane, 1911, the sail County Court of Devonshire held at Plymouth and 
ast Stonehouse should cease to be held at East Stonehouse a:.d should 
be held at Plymouth only 

Now, therefore, His Majesty, by virtue and in exercise of the powers 
in that behalf by Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1873, or otherwise 
in His Majesty vested, is pleased, ty and with the advice of His Privy 
Council, to order, and is hereby ordered, as follow 

l. As from and after the 24th day of June, 1911, the said District 
Registry at East Stonehouse shall cease to exist, and there shall bea 
District Registrar of the High Court in the Borough of Plymouth, and 
the Registrar of the County Court of Devonshire holden at Plymouth 
hall be, and he is hereby, appointed such District Registrar, and the 
District shall be the District for the time being of the County Court of 
Devonshire holden at Plymouth 

2. This Order in Council may be cited as “ The District Registries 
Piymouth) Orderin Council, 1911 

ALMERIC FirzRoy. 


on = . 
The Winter Assizes. 

The Lond Geeelty of Tuesday contains the usual Orders in 
(‘ouncil unitin yunties for the purpose of the next Winter Assizes in 
pursuance of the Winter Assizes Acts, 1876 and 1877. In Cumberland 
and Westmorland the assizes are to be held at Carlisle. In Leicester 


ind Rutland at Leicester. In Huntiogdon and Cambridge at 
Chesterton, Cambridye In Montgomery, Merioneth, Denbigh, and 
Klint at Ruthin In Carnarvon and Angles*y at Carnarvon. In 


Carmarthen, the County and the Borough of Carmarthen, Pembroke 
the Town and Connty of Haverford west, and Cardigan at Carmarthen. 
And in Brecknock and Radnor at Brecon 


Societies. 
The Law SS ( iety. 
ANNUAL MEETING 


| . , ‘ La ws et hela i the ocreby - 
nst.. the President, Sir Henry 





Ila Chance brid Ll ‘th 
JAME JOHNSON | } ue Among those present ere the fol 
| it member ft ( | Mir. William John Humfrys, Vice 
President Her | \l } ‘ Sarmue Pele \lr l mas Wholliam 
ls } ly J Divunne Dumville Botterel Mi dol Wreford 
Houck, Ma Alfred H ! Cole (Birmingham), Sir Homewood Cray 
rd, Mr. Weeden Da Mr. Robert William Dibdin, Mr. Walter 
Deo Vir. Robert | tt (Cirencester Mr. Walter Henry Foster 
Mer imuel Garrett. Mr. Herbert Gibson, Mr. Charles Goddard, Mr 
( ' Berkel Mar Hunts cle Mr Robert Chancellor 
Nesbitt Mi bt t Fitzjohn Oldham Mr Arthur Copson Peake 
Leed Mr. ‘1 i Rawle, Sir Albert Kaye Rollit, LL.D., D.C.L 
Litt. D. (Cherts Mr. Charles Leopold & mson, Mr. William Arthu 
Sharpe Mir Fra Wil m Stor (Tunbridge Wells Mr Walter 
Trower, Mr. William Melmoth Walter Mr. Robert Mills Welsford 

d Mr. W it rd Winterbotham: the following extraordinary 
member Mir Arthur J oh Clarke (High Wyeombe), Mi Richard 
ste 1 Cole ! P ert Mle Dhomas Ky i (Brighton Mi 
Charles Elt L, nore (Hertford Mr. Richard Alfred Prinsent 
Birm ham md Mr. Frat Sturwe Bristol; also Mr. S. P. B 
Bucknill ecretar und Mr. EF. R. Cool issistant secretary) 

Pre 1 AND Vicr- PRESIDENT 

L} Paes ted that Mr. William John Humfry of Her 

ford, had beet n ted a President, and Mer. Char Leo ad Sam 
f Lond a Vice-President, for the ensun year ! is there 
re no ther liddates declared them ad ily elected 


AUDITORS 


The Presipent stated that Mr. John Stephens Chap; 
\ir. Charles Gibbon M and Mr Arthur Pearce, had bee nominated 
is audit ot the cet s accounts for the year ensuing ind s 
ther ‘ 1 ther candidate he declared them duly elected 

Vacancies On Council 

rl PRESIDENT tated that the following gentlemen had been 

nominated to fill the eleven vacancies on the Council caused by the 


retirement of ten members in rotation and the death of Mr. Pennin 
ton The Hon. Walter Bernard Louis Barrington, *Mr. John James 
Dumville Botterell, “Mr. John Wreford Budd, Mr. Alfred Davenport 
*Mr Walter Dowson t+Mr Henry Ford (Exeter Mr. John Rover 
suri Gregor +*Mr. Charles Berkeley Margetts (Huntingdon), M1 
Philip Hubert Martineau, *Mr. Ernest Fitzjohn Oldham, *Sir Albert 
lit, LL.D D.C.L Litt.D and +*Mr. Frank William 


Kaye Roll 


It should be noted that the candidates m rked thus * are retiring 
members of the Council who being eligible, had been nominated for 
re-electior und that the indidates marked thus + are proposed in | 


xecordance with the scheme of nomination of the Associated Provi 
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country vacancies adopted on the Sth of July, 1907. Mr. W. E 
Foster (Aldershot), Mr. Thomas Rawle (London), and Mr. W. W 
Paine (London), retiring members of the Council, did not offer them 
selves as candidates for re-election.) 

The Presipent stated that a letter had been received from Mr 
Alfred Davenport stating that he wished to withdraw his name as 
a candidate rather than put the society to the trouble and expense 
of an election, and as the candidates were not more in number than 
the vcancies he declared them duly elected. 


SocieTy Ss ACCOUNTS. - 


The Presipent moved the adoption of the society's account of 
income and expenditure for the year ending 3lst December, 1910 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ FuNp. 


Mir. Crartes Forp (London) said that with regard to the general 
expenditure, he must confess that the complaint he had been called 
upon to make for many years past respecting the subject had become 
somewhat minimised, owing to the fact that the council were a little 
fairer than they used to be in the apportionment of the charges 
between the general account and the articled clerks’ fund Many 
years ago that apportionment was really very far from what it ou 


to have been Even now the charges made against the articled 
clerks’ fund were in excess of what they ought to be, and he hoped 
the Council would continue in the road they had been so wisely 
pursuing during recent years. The item of £783 Ils. 8d., for 
Instance vas too much to « harge the artic led clerks under “ rates 
taxes & as was the item £2,457 9s. 7d. for ** salaries to officers 


lerks and servants Then there was £676 9s. 9d. for “ printing, 
stationery and advertisements,’””’ which was an unfair proportion to 
put against the articled clerks’ fund. If that was not so it proved 
that the wiety had been much too generous to the articled clerks in 
the past He believed that if he were allowed to adjust the accounts 
he should find a considerable sum due from the general fund to the 
irticled clerks’ fund. The articled clerks were further charged 
£535 13s. 7d. as their share of ‘‘ house expenses, including water, 
oal and light,’’ one third of the whole expenses of the premise 

Then there was nominal rent,’’ £1,850, charged to the same fund 
Fle really did not know what was to become of the articled clerks 
fund if things were to go on in this almost reckless way. 


Cost or ENTERTAINMENTS. 


He vas very sorry to see that the cost of “ entertainments after 
each examination and Council luncheons,’ which last year was 
under £1,000, had ths year reached £1,302 18s. 6d., and he hoped 
this would not be general in the future. He did not understand how 


the item honours examination fees, £314,’ got into the incom 
side of the general account. It seemed to him that it ought to be 
put to the credit of the articled clerks’ account. These fees in 
respect of the henours examination were received from the articled 
lerks, and, under the statute, he should have thought they would 
ro to the articled clerks’ fund. Then there was ‘‘ income from 
Dominion of Canada 3 per cent Stock, £22 12s.”’ He presumed 
that was a purchase made since the last annual meeting, as there wa 
no reference to Dominion of Canada stock in the accounts presented 
at that meeting. Then the income from ‘India 35 per cent. Stock 

was very much less last year. He presumed the Council had invested 
much more largely in that stock during the present year. 

Mr. Wacrer Trower (London, Chairman of the Finance Committe: 
replied that the charge made against the articled clerks’ fund for the 
society's buildings had been ascertained by actual valuation and survey 
and the fund was only charged with the actual estimated rent, whic! 
had been ascertained by surveyors who carefully surveyed th 


building 

Mr. Forp When was that done’ 

Mr. Trower said it was done two years ago, and on that occas! 
the whole system was readjusted and the charges against the f 
were reduced. The decrease in the rates and taxes item naturally 
followed that reduction. The charges for printing and stationery 
vere the actual expenditure on the department—there was no apport 
tionment so far as that item was concerned. The charge for salaries 


was the apportionment, so far as was possible, according to the 
relative revenues of the two funds, and by closely estimating th 
expenditure incurred in respect of ea h department. That had been 
done very carefully, and an honest attempt had been made to do 
instice between the two funds. As to the honours examination, th 
fees which the Council paid in respect of those examinations’ wert 


not statuterv. The honours examination was not a statutory exam 
ination—it was a voluntary examination. The Council had alwa 

thought that, s revards the yveneral fund and the articled cler| 

fund. thev should relieve, distinguishing between the two, the arti led 
clerks’ fund from the expenses of the honours examination. So that in 
this respect Mr. Ford was rather advocating economy on the other sid 
[he expenses of entertainments were greater this year than last 
veal It was thought well that the International Law Congress, 
met in London, and were a most important body, should be 


the 


which 
entertained at the society’s hall. They were entertained by 


other great public bodies, and the Council thought the society should 
not be behind in entertaining them also. That rather more than 
unted for the increase in the expenses of entertainments. 
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The motion for the adoption of the accounts was carried | tonto of the matriculation examination of the University, as that 


unanimously. 
ANNUAL Report 

The PRESIDENT moved that the annual report be idopted 

Mr. Forp said it had been customary at these meetings for the 
President sometimes to refer not only to what was in the report but 
to a good deal that was outside it. He should like very much to 
say that the members were very greatly indebted to the Council 
for the useful and laborious work they had done which was so neces 
sary to be carried on in the interest of the profession, 


REFRESHMENT DevantMeNt 


He should like to have seen in the report reference to a matter 
which was very liberally dealt with in the report for the preceding 
vear, but with regard to which there no mention this year, 
namely, the refreshment department. Last year they were informed 
that it had been carried on at one time at a loss, and he was sure 
the members would be glad to know whether it was now carried 
on at a profit or at a loss, because they all remembered that the late 
Lord Wolverhampton had said that if it meant a loss it must be at 
onet brought to an end. 


ASPERSIONS ON THE JUDGES 


There was another matter which he would not be so presumptuous 
is to say ought to be mentioned in the report, but which he was 
sure the members would have been glad to see referred to, namely, 
the reflections which had been cast upon His Majesty’s judges 
recently by the Home Sec retary Solicitors as officers of the court 
were, he thought, well capable of forming an opinion on the public 
conduct of his Majesty’s judges, and he very much doubted 
whether there was a solicitor in the whole kingdom who would be 
prepared to pass any condemnation upon them whatever. Solicitors 
were largely in contact with the judges, and they knew how honour 
ably and how ably they discharged their duties He was probably 
right in saying that there never was a time when His Majesty's 
judges had been held in more respect and regard than to-day, both 
by solicitors, the Bar, the suitors, and the public,and therefore, though 
the subject was not referred to in the report, he thought he was ex 
pressing the feeling of the profession when he said that they resented 
with indignation the aspersions which had been cast upon the judges 
hv the Home Sec retary. 


Society's TEACHING SYSTEM 


With regard to the teaching system of the society, the members 


were very much indebted to Sir Albert Rollit for all he had done | 
when he was president in this connection, but they ought to have some | 


information as to what was going on, and the subject should not be 
passed over, as was the case, sub silentio in the report. Sut he 
gathered that there was a falling off in the number of those who 
availed themselves of the system of legal education—he very much 
disliked the expression, because it was not that, but a method ot 


using the Postmaster-General, in many cases, instead He was sorry 
to see that the Council had given the cold shoulder to the University 
of London in regard to some proposals they had made. It would be 


a most excellent thing for the profession if the society took the Uni 
versity by the hand and encouraged them to take over the whole of 
the examinations and all the revenues connected therewith, including 
the articled clerks’ fund, for the purpose 
position of the Council on this point, and he wished to sympathise 
with them, because it would no doubt be very unpleasant if the 
revenues from these sources disappeared. With regard to the com 
mittees of the Council, everybody knew that the greater part of the 
work of a hody like the society was done in committee, and he 
was afraid the burden of such work fell upon the shoulders of the 
London members of the Council. He did not think that the report 
contained anything about the work done by the Land Transfer Com 
mittee, and he thought there should be some explanation with regard 
to that, seeing that the matter had been on the taps to a considerable 
extent He was glad to see that the Council expended considerabl 
sums in assisting the country law societies in regard to legal educa 
tion, but the amount so expended was put down in one lump sum, aad, 
if a member wanted to find out how it was apportioned, he must go to 
the society's office and look up the matter for himself. He thought 
they should have detailed information with regard to the subject in 
the report. 
UNIVERSITY orf LONDON 


Che report referred to some suggestions which had been made hy 
the University of London with regard to university education in 
London, and the Council came to the following resolutions :—‘ (1 
That it is essential that the society shall retain the sole control of 
the examinations qualifying for admission to the solicitors’ branch 
of the legal profession. (2) That the retention by the society of its 
own funds (including its present share of the New Inn and Clifford's 
Inn funds) is essential for the continuance of its educational work 
(5) That it is expedient in the interests of the higher | gal and 
general education of articled clerks and solicitors, and in order to 
afford them better opportunities of taking degrees in law :—() To 
endeavour to secure arrangements with the University of London that 
the preliminary examination of the society may, with or without 
modifications, be recognised by the University in lieu wholly or pre 





He quite understood the | 


examination exempts those who pass it from passing the preliminary 


examination of the socety / That ny evidence given by the 
wiety before the Royal Commission should be in support of main 
taining and developing the dual character of the University of 


London and the retention of both its internal and external sides and 


degrees H« vil ifraid there is no hope of the Council at 
present releyatin the eXaminat is to the universities 
CaLL or Soniivors TO THE Bar 

H vas very lad to see that the Council ere keeping a watch 
ful eve over some suggestions which had been made on the part if 
the bar which seemed to interfere unfairly with those solicitors who 
thought that their position would be improved, or that it was 
benefi il to them tur bye illed to the bar It \ very unreasonable 
to sav that a solicitor must be out of practice for twelve months 
before he could be called It looked very much as if members of the 
bar seeing that able men went to. the bar from the ranks of the 
solicitor vere not too anxious that they should there. He was 


very glad to see that the re said that the appointment of judges 
in the King’s Bench Division had been of enormous benefit and 
issistance in the administration of justice 





LAND ‘TRANSFER 


Mr. ¢ G. May (London) pointed out that the report referred to 
land transfer, ind stated t t the et ommittes on the 
Land Transtei {Lommisst had Leen tir md that thei 
report vas receiving the nsideration of t Council He 
Mr May had seen it tated in the newspape of that day 
date that Lord Halsbu nd the Lord Chancellor had 
ome to an arrangement to have a debate in the House of Lords 
upon the subject of the Land Transfer Commission and their report 
n the course, it as thought f the following weel He thought it 

id be of very reat interest, and certainly it would be of very 
rreat) importance if the mmittee of the Council could formulate 
their iews between that time and the date of the debate, and take 
care that some one in the House of Lords should put for vard the 
views of the Council on the ibject, at any rate, tentatively The 
vhole subject was one of ery great importance to the profession, 
ind he thought that an effort hould be made to press forward the 
report and see that the views of the society were expressed in the 
House of Lords on the occasion of the debate which was likely to 
arise 

The PRESIDENT said that the Council entirely greed with the 
remark of Mr. May that the matter was one of vast importance to 
the protessior It was of » much importance that the Council were 
exceedingly unwillit to do anything which might have the nature 
of hasty decision or actior Meetings of the committee had been held 
on the subject, and the Cou | were in communication with the 
provincial law societie he of course vere interested in the 
subject quite as much, or even more, than the metropolitan members 
f the society The Council id not expect to have any immediate 
uswer from those societi That was the position of affairs, and 


until the Council heard from the provincial law societies it would be 


impossible for them to present any report that they could ask th 


member of the society to mesider or act upon im any way 

Mir. May asked if he might ivvest that. under these circumstances, 

t saiaealie should he made t the Lord Chancellor explainin how the 
| society vas situated, » that he (;overnment ind the Opposition 
| might not come to anv premature decision with reference to the 
action they were to take with regard to the report If they did not 

| hear the ice of the aocret the subject, if vous be said that 
the society did not care about it, and that it did not trouble them 

He thought the Cour miuht t any rate, ask them to do as he had 

suggested He had not seer I notice of any intention of bringin 


forward the subject until if 
day's date 
The PRESIDENT 


nnounced in the ne vspapers of that 


Mr. May said he thought the Council might very fairl iv what 
they were doing in the matter ind that they might ask that any 
debate hould be djourned ! reasonable time to enable the 
society to place its views before the House of Lords 

The Prestpent said that, of course, the society could not reasonably 

| ask tl Lord Chancellor not t inswer Lord Halsbury’s question on the 


of discussing the 
appeared in that day's papers, and 


| ground that the society had not 
matter. practically because it 


id any opportunity 


he tl wht that the answer n ht indicate to some extent what the 
Covernment intended to do He thought the society had better wait 
|} and see what happened on the discussion which Lord Halsbury was 
goin t initiate Until then tl ciety could not do anything 
| Mr. May wished that the Council might make it quite clear that + 
m t eT Vii re 1 ne the ittent m but that they Vere not able to 
formulate their views on the report ind that they should ask that 
judgment might be suspended until the society had had an opportunity 
| 


of properls ibmitting ther ews It 


ght be that the parties 





might gree together as t th course adopted But at any 
rate, he thought it desirabk matter of such importance that the 
Council should ask that the House of Lords should not express any 
definite pinion as to the poli to be adopted until the Council had 
had an pportunity of placing he society's views before it 


Mr. Nrevoras TANnHART Lond said he should like to enforce the 
er ! Mr. May. One point seemed exceedingly simple 























Many solicitors felt that ! cing the ew the did, the members , 
if the commissl hould if it Va j their powel recom 

mended the nullificatio f the order applying compulsion to the 

county of London That was simple point id did not affect the 

principle f land tr afer ta It was onlv a question vhether the 

eounty of Londor I ild t j ila t be under ban compared with 

the rest of tl } d It } shel dye re Ib the ¢ 1 that 

that which was 1 l the hol f tl | dom not at 

ll good for Lond 

I} PRESIDENT it that s hould be dered | 
t} Connell nel it Mir. May had | He did t suppose 
that dl ’ d pla for tf | He did 
not think | Parhan tur } t t } Heise f Lord ould 
} rmait I 

Mr. May uid that far as he could ther from the newspupers, 
the matter ! for sideration in tl foll ek 

r} PRESID! | inder d that that the ’ 

ReFRESHMES DerPARTMEN’ 
Mr TRower | t regard retres! t department, to 
It Ford | | } partment indertaken | i 
tr ! | raid He | f t} 
n | | or | l 
departn ! Mili iv er) bel l } j 
Ile mad | fit | alt rtr t } 
ral bee Mir. Tr r) bel ed, th members of the societ pp ited 
tive ! ! | er peri duru Live iD t few years 
(imas PROVINCIAL Soctern 

With regard to t rants to the pr il da es } Mi 
rr el I it al separa th tems d | vould 

bmit t t »> the ( i il fer r nsider n the 
T | i prepatr | 

\ He dt ' 

| Presipt ud h regard he remarks of Mr. Ford about 
H Maye s j hat in tr t matter did not arise 
out f ti report, | ! had not stopped him At the same time he 
(tl I’r let | her tu i sbout 4 except that he should 
th | most hat Mr. Ford had | nt witl t 

p Dea A sy rh ! 

\ln It KI ud hoe ra Mr. Ford remarl rbout tt) 

/ } } hat f re had t i i sna 

falli ff t} her f students who | applied for admiss 
the lasses, | t lar ind it ot in an iv larger 
} tl | imber s ipplied t ha their 
article t i | minary t ter ! protessior I nt 
eara a } f ' su enter the pr ssion was 

t 1 I umber Wi ! ! t ‘ t te 
! ird t ha r equarnim hd not kno \s that 
‘ a i ! ber t et id ftorm his own " 
cl Bu ff to just hservat that tl 
fail it tt nher t tuder ama i 
Oo great as in tl number f those i to enter tl profes 

1 andl | t} { s he t ter } edi " n 
viven by the society ¢ ld testify to the reat ethiciene } 
the principal nd the tutors nd tl er erned th 
them, did their dut init and br p tl dent ler 
their care 

The motion for the loption of the report i irried 

Mi Forp 1 i t ! Pre lent } 
carr d, nad 

I} PRestne ber fl led 1 tl mi ' t } 
proceedings t 

The Law Association. 

The usual monthly meeting olf the directors was held at the La 
Society's Hall on the 6th of July, Mr. I I Birdwood in the hair. 
lhe other directors present were Mr. P. W. Chandler, Mr. J. E. W 
Rider, Mr. A. Toovey, Mr. Mark Waters, Mr. W. M Woodhouse, and 
Vir. kK. E. Barron ecretary Grant amounting to £259 were oted 
for the relief of deser ng appl ints A ne member was elected nd 
other general business gacted. 

Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 

rl isual mont meet f the | 1 of directors of this asso 

it n va ! ad at ! I » é H Chancery-lane London 
on the 12th inst M Maurice A. Tweedie 1 the cl The other 
directors present were Sir Henry J Johnson and \Mleesr Ss PP. RB 
Bucknill, W. Cheesman Hastings I S. Curtis A. Dave port Thos 
Dixon (Chelmstord Walter Dowson R Ellett ( encestel W FE 
Gillett. C. Goddard. J. R. B. Gregory, S. Harris (Leicester), L. W 
North Hickley. C. G. May, W. A. Sharpe. W. Melmoth Walters \ 
sum of £755 was distributed in grants of relief, four new members were 


admitted and gthe gener il b ness is transacted 
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Law Students’ Journal. 
The Law Society. 


INTERMEDIATE 


EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical orde 
were successful at the Lntermediate Examination held on 14th and | 
June, 1911 

Finst CLas 
Budden, Lionel Howitt, Hugh Thomas. 
(rardt Stanley Jones, Wilham Richard 
Hanscombe, Richard Noel Tudor, Gerald. 
Harbotth Thoma Milnes 
PASSED. 
Allon, John Brock, B.A. (Lond.). Mason, John Mellard. 


Frederic. 
Howard. 


Harold 


Leslie 


5 il ker, 


Beardmore, 


Bevan, John Morgan 

Bond, Edwin Raymond 

Bond, Hubert Samuel Emery 
Bowen-Hamer, William Thomas. 
triges, Cleorge Isaac Oswald 
Broome, Bertram Edward. 

Brown, Stanley Gordon 

Burton, Maurice Edward 

Bury, Harold Sterndale Entwisle. 
Cadge, Christopher Rawlinson 


Edward. 

Albert Cordon. 
Compton, Neville. 
Easterbrook, Reginald Charles 
Fry, William Henry 
Gallaw tv, Leslie Ke mplay. 
Geldard, Cyril Johi 
Greenwood, Harry Wright 
Hayton, John Thomas. 
Hogg, Stanley Coulson 
Horseman, Harold 
Hughes, Joseph Leonard 
Jones, Herbert Edward 
MeFadyean, Gavin W illey 


Cawthron, 
Coc per, 


i 


FOLLOWING CANDIDATES 


Cedric Harcourt. 
\llaway, Trevor Rhys 
Attwater, Donald 

Averill, Percy Griffiths 
Bell, Lionel Stuart 

B Frederick Hyman 
Boustred, Ernest Stanley. 
I 


rHe HAVE 


Akaster, 


OOH 


surrell, Charles Hearn Oscar 
Dudley. 

Burrows, John 

Challis, William (ruy Fawcett. 

Chalmers, Colin Ward Silvester 


Collis, Frank Reginald. 
Collifon, Edgar Henry. 
Cree, Charles Edward Victor, B.A. 


Oxon.). 
Deacon, Gerald John Cole 
Eastley, Charles Mortimer. 
Fa tley, John Edward 
Ellis-Danvers, Gerald Rochfort 


Foord, Herbert Quallett 


Fripp, George Christie 


Fuller, Gordon Howard 
(iosney, Leslie Lawrence. 
Hales, William Clifford 


Halliwell, Cyril Ernest. 

Harris, Frederic Vivian 

Hill, Malcolm Walter. 

Hobrow, Eric John Bentley. 
Holt, Frederic William Whittell 
Hopwood, John Gilbert 

Jones Allan (iwy! 


Lark, Walter James 
Number of 


ne 


andidates 
CANDIDATES 
BOOK KEF 


Tue Fortowrmn: 


Abrahams, Barnet 

Barber, Frank Ashley. 

Barber, Sydney. 

Barnes, Ceorge Millard. 
Beresford, Leonard Beardmore 
Jevir, Harold, B.A. (Oxon.). 
tickle, Norman John. 

Blackwell, Charles, B.A. (Dublin). 
Brandreth, William Robert Turner. 
B dri k Edw ard 


Mellor, John Sydney. 

Morrison, William 
Russel 

Murray, Frederick Stanley. 

Nelson, Henry Lawrence 

Pilkington, Leslie Leonard 

Roberts, Rupert Wynne 

tow, Leslie Joseph. 

tuston, Ronald Sowerby. 

Samuels, Moses Turner. 

Shirley, Archibald Vincent 

Smith, Alfred Cecil Denison, B.A 
(Cambs. ). 

Stoddard, Ralph Cyril. 

Taylor, Harry James. 

Telford, Hilton Roberts 

Thomas, Frederick Dunba 

Tildesley, George Henry Richa 

Tonks, Harry. 

Tree, Louis Charles. 

Vandyk, Arthur. 

Walker, Charles. 

Walls, Herbert 

Watson, Thomas Clifford 

Williams, Robert 

Woodroffe, Kenneth Derr 


Alexan 


Creorge 


Passen THE LEGAL PORTION « 


Law, Edgar Raymond 
Lawrence, Clement Creorg 
Leigh, Edgar Noblett. 
Liddle, Percy Henry. 
Litchfield, Cecil. 
Loveridge, Charles Harry 
Marriott, Francis Dudley 
Meggeson, Richard Ronald 

sev, B.A. (Camb.) 
Naylor, Harry Frank. 
Nicholls, George Lawson 
Nicholson, Cuthbert Free 
Parkinson, Sydney. 
Phillips, Charles Kendall 
Phillips, John Trevelyan. 
Pickering, Geoffrey Evans 
Proctor, Frederick. 
Rayner, William Thomas Alfred 
tendall, Alexander Burnell 
Robinson, Joseph William 
Rowles, William James 


Rozelaar, Samuel Louis 
Rutherford, Laurence Edgar 
Skewes-Cox, Vernon, B.A. (Ox 
Slaughter, Arthur, B.A. (Cami! 


Summerhays, Dudley Leycest: 
Sweet. Gerald Berbert Leslie 
Swire, Herbert Livingston. 
Whittingham, Oscar Har 
Woolland, John 


Wyatt, William Herbert, B.A 
(Oxon. ) 

Young, Robert William 
190 Passed 121 

HAVE Passep IN ACCOUNT 

PING ONLY 

Burrell, Raymond Francis To] 
ham. 


Clarke, Robert Benson. 
Colbeck, William Henry 
Cule, Ivor Morgan. 
Daggett, Cedric Hunton. 
Drinkwater, John 
LL.B. (Camb.). 
Dunston, Robert Roscoe 
Stapleton, B.A. (Oxon 


July 15, tgtr. 


Roddam, B.A., 


Ambrose 
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Nunn, Ronald 
(Oxon.). 

Osborne, Harold John. 

Parry, Frederick Lewis, B.A. 
(Wales). 

Price, Arthur Percy. 

Rogers-Tillstone, John Henry. 

Royle, Hubert Turner Peter, B.A. 
(Camb. ). 

Sampson, John Delahaye. 


Fairbairn, Gordon Grange. Lloyd, B.A. 

Francis, William Richard. 

Gavin, Stanford. 

Goldman, Joseph Wolfe. 

Graham, Arthur Cyril. 

Hall, Francis Vaughan, B.A. 
(Oxon. ). 

Hardman, William Howard, B.A. 
LL.B. (Camb.). 

Harris, Harry. 


- 


Hartley, Cecil Richard, B.A. Scott, Herbert James. 

Camb.). Sharpe, Reginald Lawford, B.A. 
Hill, Murray Victor Burrow, B.A. (Oxon.). 

(Oxon. ). Silverwood, Hugh Fletcher. 
Hislop, John Arthur,’ B.A. Smith, Samuel Percy, B.A., LL.B. 

(Oxon.). (Camb.). 


Solomon, Robert Bernard, LL.B. 
(Lond.). 

Stapylton-Smith, Henry Myles. 

Stockdale, Arthur William Sin- 
clair. 

Stokes, Reginald Alexander. 

Taylor, Eric. 

Thomas, Arthur Latimer. 

Thomas, John Page. 


Jones, Edward Earle. 

King, Ernst William. 

Lalonde, Lionel Victor Pollock. 

Lea, George Harry. 

Ledward, Jocelyn 
(Oxon.). 
Lindsey 
Chaloner. 


Lonsdale, Joseph Wilkes. 


Charles, B.A. 


Brabazon, tobert 


Lord, Albert Reginald. Turnbull, John Oswin, B.A, 

McGinity, Conal Ross. (Oxon. 

Maitland, Eardley Thomas, B.A. Vaux, Francis George,’ B.A. 
(Camb.). (Oxon. ). 

Marsham, John George. Wace, Henry Edward. 

Merivale, John William, B.A. Wilson, Bassett Fitzgerald, B.A. 
(Oxon.). (Camb.). 


Worthington, Walter Gustavus, 


B.A. (Oxon.). 


Moore, Hugh Stirling. 


Number of candidates ... a oe Passed ... oe LES 
By order of the Council, 
S. P. B. BucknuL, Secretary. 


Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, 7th July, 1911. 


FINAL EXAMINATION. 

The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) 
were successful at the Final Examination held on 12th and 13th June. 
1911 : 

Abraham, Montague George. 
Anderson, John Sloane. 

Armitage, Stephen Cecil. 

Ashby, Ernest Arthur. 

Avory, Douglas Henry, B.A. 

(Camb.). 

Bartlett, Reuben Charles. 

Batt, Francis Raleigh. 

Beech, Francis William. 

Bensly, Harold Foster. 
Blair-Allen, Frank. 
Blatch, William 

(Oxon.). 

Blaxley, Stewart Lenton. 
Bliss, Arthur Joseph. 

Blunt, Francis, B.A. (Oxon.). 
Bonnor-Maurice, Trevor Jenan. 
Bowman, William Howard. 


Brighten, George Stanley. 


Dixon, John Harrison. 

Doidge, Reginald Chamberlain. 
Dommett, Joseph Albert. 
Drew, Alfred Lionel, B.A. (Camb.). 
Eaton, George Biddulph. 

Ellis, Frank Raphael. 

Ellison, Thomas Frederick. 
Entwistle, Frederick. 

Evans, Evan Frederick. 

Evans, Lewis Noel Vincent. 
Ezekiel, Moses Samson. 
Falconer, John Philip Egerton. 
Farrington, Sidney Vanner. 
Fawkner, Tom. 

Fielding, Herbert Hilton. 
Firth, Henry. 

Flux, Reginald Lake. 

Foot, Stanley. 

Forster, Percival Armorer. 


Bernard, B.A. 


Burchell, James Melvill, B.A. Geach, Robert Robins. 
(Camb. ). Gillett, Norman Cornelius, LL.B. 
Butler, Herbert Paul, M.A. (Lond. ). 


Gittings, Lancelot. 
Goddard, Ernest, B.A. (Oxon.). 


(Camb.). 
Buttle, John Frederick. 


Bywaters, Cyril West. Goodwin, Harold James, B.A. 
Cannon, Arthur James. (Camb. ). 
Chambers, Kenneth, William, Goold, Sidney William Pearson, 


B.A. (Oxon.). 

Vaughan, Griffiths, John Ernest. 

Hadaway, Albert Victor Leopold. 

Hines, Austin. 

Hodgeon, George. 

Holmes, Eric Richard Hanby. 

Howe, Benjamin Edward. 

Hughes, Joshua Walter. 

Hurtley, John James. 

Jackson, Herbert Smith. 

Gray, M.A.James, Percival Samuel. 

Jones, George Albert 

Jones, Gershom Stewart, LL.B 
(Liverpool). 

Kent, William Henry. 

Kerr, Malcolm Colin. 

Kisch, Ernest Royalton, B.A., 
LL.B. (Camb.). 


LL.B. (Vict.). 
Chapman, Lawrence 
B.A. (Lond.). 
Clarke, Henry Pallister. 
Coleby, Eric. 
Collet, Arthur Lowe. 
Collett, Henry William Howell. 
Constant, Benjamin. 
Copley, Alfred Beresford. 
Copp, Sidney Alfred. 
Corbett, Adrian 
(Oxon.). 
Cox, Bernard Kilmister. 
Crook, Algernon Harvey 
Cursham, Curzon. 
David, George Nevile. 
Davies, Joseph Gordon. 
Dimock, John Francis Douglas. 


Knowles, Geoffrey, LL.B. (Leeds). 

Knowles, William Doudney. 

| Lane, Hector Alan. 

Latham, Henry Edmunde, B.. 
(Oxon.). 

Lawford, Herbert Martin Benson, 
B.A, (Oxon.). 

Lawrence, John Narbeth. 

Leatham, Claude Guy. 

Leffman, Frank Emil. 

Lewis, Edward Thomas. 

Limboowala, Ardesir 

} B.A., LL.B. (Bombay). 

Livesey, John William. 

Lloyd, Edward Commeline. 

Lloyd, Ernest. 

Locking, Thomas Edgar. 

Loe, Arthur Eustace. 

Lowden, Robert Wedgwood. 

McBride, Walter, B.A. (Oxon.). 

Mackenzie, John Landseer, B.A 
(Oxon.). 

Mackinnon, Andrew Charles Hyde, 
M.A. (Oxon.). 

Macturk, William Kenneth. 

Mann, Ambrose Arnold. 

Marks, Henry Neville 

Marsh, Duncan. 

Martin, Frank Douglas. 

Martin, Leslie Commerford. 

Melly, Reginald Ernest. 

Mercer, Philip William. 

Metcalfe, Nevile Arthur. 

Moore, Donald Gwyther. 

Morfitt, Edward. 

Morgan, Evan David. 

Moses, Zachariah Benjamin, 

Muckle, Mark 

Newland, Norman Chester. 

Newman, Kenneth Edward. 

Nicholas, Rees William. 

Nicholls, Dudley. 

Nichols, Sidney Kenneth. 

Nutter, Herbert Eccleston. 

Oerton, Gerald Baildon. 

Oglethorpe, James Norwood. 

Oglethorpe, James Stuart. 

Oliver, Colin Morgan. 

Owen, Griffith Einion, B.A. (Oxon.). 

Pennington, John. 


~~ 


Burjorji, 


Percival, Andrew Francis, B.A. 
(Camb. ). 
Peters, Leslie Willis. 


Pharo, Axel Christian, B.A. 
Oxon.). 

Phillips, Charles Keith, B.A. 
(Camb.). . 

Pimblott, William. 

Poppleton, Bernard Eyre. 

Pound, Allen Leslie, LL.B. (Lond.) 

Preston, James, B.A. 
Camb 


Number of candidates 


Douglas 


By ord 


Price, Hugh Davenport. 
Price, Lionel Lewis. 


Price, Walter Hugh. 


.Priestly, Tom Pinkney. 


Radley, Oswald Alfred. 

Ramsden, Arthur Amherst. 

Relph, Hugh Spencer. 

Reynolds, Edward Royle. 

Rickerd, William Edward. 

Robinson, Henry Thomas, B.A 
(Camb.). 

Robinson, Percy Douglas. 

Roscoe, Joseph Edward. 

Sale, Richard Lander. 

Sandford, Ralph William 
B.A. (Camb.). 

Sargent, Frank Leyden. 

Schwabacher, Frederick 
B.A. (Oxon.). 

Scott, Charles Martin 

Sharplee, Richard Edgar. 

Shaw, Joseph Morris. 

Skinner, Edward Howard. 

Smith, John Forbes, B.A., LL.B. 
(Camb.). 

Smith, Oswald Fryer. 

Stephens, Harold Edric 

Stileman, Frederic William Cheere. 

Stone, Gerald Owen. 

Strother, Thomas Lancelot William. 


Thomas Edward, LL.B. 


Deshon, 


Adolph, 


Sugden, 
(Lond.) 

Taylor, Charles Herbert. 

Teal, Fred Whiteley. 

Thairlwall, William, LL.B. (Lond.). 

Thompson, Charles Gordon. 

Tilly, John, B.A. (Camb.). 

Tolhurst, Alfred Buckland. 

Troughton, Alec George. 

Tucker, Geoffrey Somerville Pitte, 
B.A. (Camb.). 

Wall, John, B.A. (Oxon.). 

Wansborough, Reginald 
B.A. (Oxon.). 

West, John Frederick. 

Westwell, Absalom. 

Whelpton, John Snow. 

White, Henry Hewlett Eales. 

Whitelegge, Christopher Horsley. 

Williams, Walter Levi 

Wilmer, Douglas Horsford, LL.B. 
(Lond,). 

Wilson, George. 

Wintle, Harold Carl. 

Wood, Dubric. 

Wood, Rupert, LL.B. (Vict.). 

Wright, Egerton Lowndes, B.A. 
(Oxon.). 

Yeatman, 
(Oxon.). 


Walter, 


Lewys Legge, B.A. 


Young, Henry George Melvin, 
M.A., B.C.L. (Oxon.). 
240. . Passed 182. 


er of the Council, 
S. P. B. Bucknitt, Secretary. 


Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, 7th July, 1911. 





Legal 


Mr. Grorce Maynarp MARTIN, 
has been appointed Borough Corot 
the late Mr. Robert Alfred Willeo« 


Mr. Witt1m Joun Humrrys, 


He was born in the 
In 1893-4, bei 


Hereford. 
Michaelmas, 1863. 





of the Council of the Law Society, * 
in 1901 Mr. Humfrys is an a 
if report is correct, has one of the 


| provinces 


Mr. J. W. HAtioran 


Chatham, in succession to Mr. He 


solicitor 


after twenty years’ service. 


Herefordshire Law Society, he se 


News. 


Appointments. 
M.A., solicitor, of Wolverhampton, 


er of Wolverhampton, in place of 


k. 


the newly-elected President of the 
Law Society, is a member of the firm of Humfrys & Sy mords, of 


year 1842, and was admitted in 
ng at that time president of the 
rved as an extraordinary member 
ind was elected an ordinary member 


complished real property lawyer, and, 


most complete law libraries in the 


has been appointed Town Clerk of 
ury Philip Mann, who has retired 
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Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolution. 

Cuarces Wittiam DomMett and Witt1Am Dommetrt, solicitors (C. W. 
Dommett & Sor 46. Gresham-street, London. June 30. The said 
William Dommett w ll ontinue the said business under the pre sent 
style or firm of C. W. Dommett & Son Gazette, July 7. 

General. 
Mr. Justice Bankes, while on circuit at the Chester Assizes, was 


entertained at dinner on the 5th inst by 


his old circuit in honour of his elevation to the Bench 


The County Court Bill paesed through in the House of 
Lords on Wednesday, after an amendment, moved by Lord Halsbury, 
to omit clause 1 (unlimited jurisdiction subject to right of removal) had 
withdraw to be re 


committees 


been ntroduced on the report 
Iron Co. and 
has been 


onsent eur 


The great case between the Staveley Coal and 
the Lincoln Corporation, the trial of which, Says the J'ime 
proceeding at Lincoln for eight days, has been settled by 
Edward Careon, K.( estimated the 
proceedings at £3 10s. per minute 

An Indian High Courts Bill has been int: 
the object of 


stated to have costs of the 
vduced in the House of 
to adapt the Indian 
volume of 


Commons, which is stated to be 


High Courts <Aect 1361, to the needs of the increasing 
judicial busine n India by making provision a) For raising from 
15 to 20 the maximum number of judges in a High Court; (b) for 
establishing, if necessar » High Court in any part of British India; 
for enabling the Government of India to appoint temporary judges 
from time to ti 
A number of Glamorgan jurors have, says the Daily Maid, drafted 


ernment to certain inequali 
They urge that while 


attention of the Go 
system 


a memorial to call the 


ties and hardships of the present jury 


some who are liable to serve on juries escape the summons perpetually, 
others are called upon repeatedly The financial loss and waste of 
time sustained by common jurors is pointed out. The memorial re 


commends payment of expenses and a reasonable daily allowance, 


selection by ballot, and panels of three days’ duration 

It w stated at a meeting, of the Nottinghamshire Standing Joint 
Committee on Saturday, says the 7'rme that during the trial of the 
Fast Nottingham election petition Mr. Justice Channell and Mr. Jus 
tice Bucknill complained of the state of the Judges’ lodgings, the 
decoration and ippointments of which had not been renewed for some 
years. Sir Ernest Paget, the chairman of the Committee, upon his 
own responsibility had ordered new curtains and some additional fur 
niture. The Committee decided to have the house put in proper order 

Claims amounting to £2,179 were allowed on Tuesday, says the 
Daily Mail, by the Northwich Compensation Board for subsidence 
of property due to brine- pumping in connection with salt works. The 
highest individual claim was £750, but this was disallowed. The 
Act of Parliament by which a rate is levied and applied for paying 


ipplying only to Northwich. The subsidence 
interest just now by 


Weston Point 


compensation 18 unique, 
and compensation assumes exceptional 


reason of the Salt [ 
to make 150,000 tons per 


The J'imee of the 12th inst 
appe ired in its columns 100 vears ago 


question 
ion’s erection of great works at 


innum from Northwich brine 


contains a reprint of a statement which 
is to suits in Chancery, being 


House of Commons to 


the report of a Committee appointed by the 

inquire into the causes of delays in suits of Chancery It states, as 
to the then present arrear of business in the Court of Chancery, that 
there were one hundred and fourteen original causes for hearing before 
the Chancellor, seven of which were set down previous to Trinity 


Term, in 1808 
two have never been called on; twelve of the earliest 
over at the instance of the parties The number of 
bankruptcies remaining to be heard by the Chancellor was two hun 


dred and five. 


having stood 
petitions on 


In a Massachusetts case of Delango v. Smith (92 N. E. 500), says 
the Imerican Law Periew, an action in the nature of waste 
was brou by the mortgagee of certain premises against 
the members of a municipal board of health, who had leased 
the premises of the mortgagor to be used as a contagious hospital.’’ 


The Supreme Federal Court holds that while mere injury to the repu 
tation of real estate or the supposed diminution of its value, resting 
on whimsical or sentimental grounds or arising from dictates of custom 
or taste, do not constitute waste, vet a jury may properly find that 
the possibility of germination of the smallpox germs, which, it may 
be found, have been deposited within a house used as a smallpox 
hospital, constitutes waste, unless it has been shown that the germs 
can be removed by disinfection or otherwise without material physical 
change in the house, so as to make it as safe for residence as before 
its use for hospital purposes, saying: Impregnation of a building 
with the indiscernible but vital germs of a dangerous malady is:closely 
analogou seeds of deleterious plants, and may: be in 
its effect far more injurious. It may be in fact even more harmful 
than to tear down or remove a part of the building. It is in prin- 
ciple the same general kind of injury as the more familiar instances 


‘ f 


to the sowing of 


waste.’”’ 





| 
| 


lof Mr. 


the members of the Bar of | 





With regard to the case noticed by us (ante, p. 619) on the letter 
of a correspondent as to ‘“‘ An English lady sentenced to death,’ it 
appears from the Singapore papers that the lady, Mrs. Proudlock, 
was tried at Kuala Lumpur, the chief town of Selangor, a British Pro 
tectorate in Malay, before a judge of the Supreme Court of the Straits 
Settlements (an English barrister) and two assessors, for the murder 
William Crozier Steward, a mine manager, whom she shot 
with a revolver at her house on the evening of Sunday, April 23. 
She was sentenced to death, but at a special meeting of the State 
Council of Selangor a free pardon was granted to her. 


In a case decided by Judge Mulligan, K.C., in the Attleborough 
(Norfolk) County Court under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
says the 7'imes, a point of interest arose. It appeared that a work 
man had been employed for many years as engine-driver and black 
smith on the farms of a Mr. Barton. In the month of October of 


| last year the workman was engaged in threshing his employer’s wheat, 





Of these one hundred and fourteen, one hundred and | 


and while the work was in progress a swarm of wasps was seen on 
the drum of the machine upon which the workman was engaged. The 
evidence showed that the workman had been badly stung, and within 
a few weeks of the incident he died of blood poisoning. It was 
stated by the medical witnesses that the only possible thing to account 
for it was the sting of a wasp. The widow and grandchild of the 
workman applied for compensation under the Act. His Honour, after 
reviewing the authorities, commented on the conflicting decisions of the 
ase of Craske v. Wigan (25 T. L. R. 632), where compensation was 
refused for an injury caused by a cockchafer, and the case of Rowland 
v. Wright (24 T. L. R. 852), where compensation was given for the bite 
of a stable cat; and after referring to the judgment of the Lord 
Chancellor in the recent case of Kifchenham v. The Owners of the 
Steamship Johannesburg (Times, June 5), he dealt with the nature 
of the workman's employment. His work, said the judge, involved 
driving an engine, he had to use his eyes to watch and his hands to 
guide the machinery. His duties left him less time than ordinary 
labourers to observe and to ward off the attacks of venomous creatures. 
The work workman to the wasps, and it also 
brought the wasps to the workman. The employment was the 
source—the fons et srigo—from which the sting and the poison 
arose, and in his opinion the accident arose out of and in the course 
An order was made for compensation. 


brought the 


of the man’s employment. 





Rovar Navan Correce, Ossorne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘‘ How to 
Become a Naval Officer’’ (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart- 
mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook- 
street, London, W. [Apvt.] 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Reotsteags ts ATTENDANCE Ow 


Dat Emreerxcy Apreat Court Mr.Justice Mr. Justice 
ee Rota. No. 2 Joror. Swinvew Eapr. 
Mondey July 17 Mr Leach Mr Farmer Mr Beal Mr Bloxan 
Tuesaday ....... 18 Borrer Leach Greswell Farmer 
| Wednesday ...... 19 Real Borrer Goldschmidt Leach 
Thursday.. 2) Greswel! Beal Synge Borrer 
Fridav det eelé Goldschmidt Greswell Church Beal 
Saturday ......... 22 Synge Goldschmidt Theed Greswel! 
D Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr, Justice 
ate. Warnrineros. NevILie. Panern. ve. 
Morday July 17 Mr Synge Mr Borrer Mr Goldschmidt Mr Theed 
Tuesday ........ 18 Church Beal Synge Bloxam 
Wednesday ...... 19 Theed Greawell Church Farmer 
Thursday ......... Bloxam Goldschmidt Theed Leach 
Friday ... Farmer Synge Bloxam Borrer 
Saturday Leach Church Farmer Beal 





The Property Mart. 
Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


Jale 17 and 31.—Mr. Wrtittam Hovesron, at the Mart, at 2; Freehold Houses, Shops, 
Building Sites and Eatates (see advertisemen', back page, this week). 

Joly 17.—Mesere. Arrarep Savitt & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Important Building Site 
(see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Jaly 18.—Messra, Denaensnam, Tawson, Ricaarpsoy, & Co, at the Mart, at 2: 
Residences, Leasehold Ground Rents, Freehold Properties, Residences, Ground Rents 
Residential Properties and Freehold Estate (see advertisement, pages iv and v,May 24) 

July 19.—Meears. Epwiy Fox, Bousrieip, Buawerre, & Bappeusy, at the Mart, % 
2: Blocks of Property (see advertisement, back page, July 8.) 

July 19.—Mesars. Howneer & Foot, at the Mart, at 2; Freebolds (see advertise 
ment, back page, July 8). ; 

July 19.—Messrs. Rusuworetn & Baows, at the Mart, at 2: Business Promiss 
(see advertisement, page iii, May 20). ; 

July 20.- Messrs. H. E. Fostze & Cranrietp, at the Mart, at 2: Revorsions, 
Polcies, Shares, &c. (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

July 21.—Mesars. Davin J. Cuatrene & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residences 
(see advertisement, page iii, thu weer). 

July 26.—Mr. Jossra Stowers, at the Mart, at 2; Freehold Properties (eee advertise 
ment, back page, this week). 

July 26.—Mesers. Tuvreoop & Masri, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Busnes 
Premises and Leasehold Shop and Dwelling-house (see advertisement, back pag+, this 
week). 
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Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—FRIDAY, July 7. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep 1m Omanoery. 


AMERICAN FILM TKADING Co, LtD—Petn for winding up, presented July 6, directed 
to be heard July 18 Wilson & Son, Basinghall st, solors for the petners. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the 
afvernoon of July 17 

BRITISH INVESTMENT SYNDICATE, LTD—Petn for winding up, presented July 4, directed 
to be heard July 18 Monks, Cannon st, solors for the petner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of July 17 

BRITISH WEST APRICA TRADERS, LTO—Petn for winding up, presented Ju'y 3, directed 
to be heard July 18 Downer & Johnson, Salisbury Honse, Lopdon wall, solors for 
the petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 u'clock 
in the afternoon of July 17 

BRUSSELS (1910) EXHIBITION AMUSEMENTS Co, LTD—Creditors are required, on or before 
Aug 8, to send their nam+s and addresses, and the particulars of their debis or 
claims, to George Collier Clark, 48a, Gillingham st, Victoria, liquidator 

GLoBE TIMBER Co, LTp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 19, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Dutt np, 
Clarence chmbrs, 4, Piccadilly, Manchester. Sampson & Price, Manchester, solurs to 
the liquidator 

GR NNAWAY MoTOR Works, LTD (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, 
on or before July 24, to send in their names and addresses, and particulars of their 
debts and claims, to John J. Hilyer, 8, Albany rd West Ealing, liquidator 

Grecory & SEELEY, LrD—Petn for winding-up, presented July 3, directed to be heard 
July 18. Edwards & Co, Sackville st, solors for t!e petner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above named not later than 6 o'ciock in the afternoon of July 17. 

LEON SYNDICATE, LTD-—Petn for winding-up, presented July 3, directed to be heard 
July 18. Warmington & Edmonds, Budge row, solors for the petners. Notice of 
spe “ must reach the above named not later than six o'clock in the afternoon of 
nly 17. 

Le Kol MINING, LTD (IN LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on or before Ang 3}, 
to rend their names and addresses, and t e particulars of their debts or claims, to 
A J. MeMilla, 541, Swisbury honse, liqnidator. 

Lion COMMERCIAL HoTeL, Lrp—Petn for winding-up, presented June 20, directed 
to be heard at the Court House, St Thomas st, Portsmouth, July 20.  Bolitho, 
Portsea, solor to the petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not 
later than six o'clock in the afternoon of July 19. 

LONDON CONCESSIONS AND CONSTRUCTION SYNDICATE, LTD—Petn for winding up, 
presented July 3, directed to be heard July 1%. Collyer-Br'stow & Co, Bedford row 
Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the 
afternoon of July 17. 

PALACE ELECTRIC THEATRES, Ltp—Petn for the winding up, presented July 1, directed 
to be heard July 18. Wood, Finsbury sq, solor for the petner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of July 14. 

Rita, Ltb—Petn for the winding up, presented Ju'y 4, directed to be heard July 18 
Myers & Son, Wormwood st, solors for the petner. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above nan.ed not later than 6 0 clock in the afternoon of July 17. 

RUBBER EsTATEs, LTD—P etn for the winding up, presented June 21, directed to be heard 
Jaly 18 secher, Bedford row, solor for the petner. Notice of »spp:aring must 
reach the above nemed not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of July 17 

STRATFORD CONFECTIONERY Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 9, to send 
their names and addre«ses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Albert 
Frederick Stoy, London wall, liquidator. 

SWEDISH WOODWARE Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or b fore July 21, to send 
t eir pames and addresses, and the particilars of th ir debts cr clalms, to T. Keens, 
#3, Qrzen Victo ia street, liquidator. 

VeXTAN 8 MINING AND EXPLORATION (Co, Lrp—Creditor: are required, on or 
befor. July 24, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Herbert Wil iam Head, 120, Bishopsgate, | quida or. 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
PoNTYPRIDD WATERWORKS CoO—Creditors are required, on or before July 20, to send 


their names and addresses, and the particulars of their claims, to Morgan Morgan, 

St Catherine's chmbrs, Pontypridd, liquidator 

TUESDAY, July 11. 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limtrep 1m Cmanogry. 

ARRAPETTA TEA Co, LtD—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to serd their 
names and addresses, and the part culars of their debts or claims, to George Alfred 
Gale, Royal Insurance bidgs, Hull, liquidator 

City oF MONTE VIDEO PUBLIC WORKS CORPORATION, LTD 
presented July 6, directes to be heard July 25. Hargrove & Co, Victoria st. 
Westminster, solors for the petnor. Notice of appearing must reach the above named 
not later t an 6 o'clock in the afternoon of July 24 

JOHN COKDEUX & SONS, LTD (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION )}—Creditors are required, on 
or before Aug 1, to send their names and addresses. an4 particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Clare Smith and William Nicholson, c/o Hudson & Co, Exchange chmbrs, 
Bristol. Benson & Co, Bristol, solors to the liquidators 

PaTouo. Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before July 29, to send in their names and 
addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Ge orge Frederick Herbert 
Gardner, Da ley +t, Bradfor1, liquidator 

Wricut & Dutton, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before July 22, to sed their 
yames and addresses, and the particulars of their deb s or claims, to Charles Wiliam 


Provis, 3. Mount st, Manc. ester, liquidator. Leak & Pratt, Man bester, solors forthe 
liquidator 


London Gazette. 


Petn for winding up, 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

PALL MALL LAND AND FINANCE CORPORATION.—Petn for winding up, presented 
July 7, directed to be heard July 25. Walls& Co, Old Jewry, solors for the petner. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than six o'clock in the 
afternoon of July 24, 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette,—Frivay, July 7, 
TARSPRA Lrp, 
PRARCK & Coop, LTD. 
YRASTFEED, LTD. 

J. R. FAULKNER & Co, Lrp. 

ROME INTERNATIONAL AMUSEMENT AND CONSTRUCTION Co LTD, 
METALLURGIQUE MoTDRS, LTD. 

COLOMBIA CONSOLIDATED, LTD. 

BOSWELL, HATFIELD & ©» (1907), LTp. 

East BOWLING CONSTITUTIONAL CLUB ( », Ltp. 

RELIANCE PRINTING Co, Ltp 

ENTERPRISE DRAPERY (Co, LTD, 

ROBERT BATEMAN & Sons, LTD. 

8 I. MrppLETon, Lrp. 

be peta CANADIAN FINANCE CORPORATION, LTD. 

SEB BAND AND TyRE Co LTD. 


| CANF ELD STORES 





| Pocock 


| RAYNER, ANN, Sandycombe rd 
| READ, CHARLES, Northenden, Chester 
| RorpsBins, Owen, Nailsworth, Glos, Rank Manager 





PROPERTIES AND MINES AGENCY, LTD. 
WILLIvon's EAUING PARK FARM Darnies, LTD, 
GRANNAWAY MOTOR WorkKS, LTD. 
James A. LaupER & Co, LTD. 
PREMIER PETROLEUM Co, LTD. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, July ll. 


BEER FREE STONE AND LIME Co, LTD 
INDRAPURA STEAMSHIP Co, LTD. 


| CURZON MILL Co, LrD 


H. G. Lone & Co, Lip. 


| DupLEY ROLLER SKATING Co, LTD. 


FLERT Hatt C>, LTD 

LTp. 

Younes & Co, | TD. 

JOHANNING, LTD. 

SouTH DEVON WHARF Co, LTD. 

H. F. Kerr & Co, Lrp 

bk UROPKAN PETROLEUM Co, LTD (Reconstruction). 
ARTI-PUM, LTD. 

Pork & Co, LTD. 

WEST OF ENGLAND Rosk FARM, LTD 
MIDDLESBROUGH HIDE AND SKIN MARKET Co, Ltp (Reconstruction). 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 


London Gazett Toxspay, July 11. 


Haucerrr, Jonw Harry, Radyr, Glamorgan Aug 2l Pearse vy Williams and Another, 


Swinfen Eady, J Williams, Cardiff 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35 
Last Day or Cram. 

—FRIPAY, July 7. 

Aug 4 


London Gazette 


Hanbury & “o, New 


BOOKER, CHARLES EDWARD, Chapel Allerton, nr Leeds 
Broad st 

300TH, ALICE, Bredbury, Chester July 19 

BOSTRIDGE, CHARLES HENRY, Aston, Warwick, Shop Fitter 
Birmingham 

BRADBURY, MARY. Ryde, Chester July 19 Smith & Sons, Hyde 

CHANTLER, SARAH WHITELEGG, Lymm, Chester Aug 1 Fowden & Co, Manchester 

CLAMPITT, RicuaRD VooGut, Bootle, Lancaster, Surgeon Aug 7 Sampson & Co, 
Liverpool ; 

CoTrram, EpwIN, Bredley, Huddersfield. Innkeeper Aug 19 Chadwick & Co Dewsbury 

CREES, BENJAMIN WILLIAM, Shepton Matlet July 19 Mackay & Son, Shepton Mallet 

CROSLAND, JOHN, Thornes, Wakefield Aug5 Harrison & Co, Wakefield 

DAVIDSON, WILLIAM HENRY, Ashmere gr, Brixton, Tailor Aug 26 Ikin & Crowther, 
Lincoln's inn flelds 

Escort, HAY SWEET, Bridgwater Aug? Puckridge, Abingdon, Berks 

FERGUSON, ROBERT, Houghton le Spring, Durham Auge 26 Carpenter, Durham 

FULTON, JOSEPHINE, Sevenoaks Aug! Hill & Co. Old Broad st 

GOLDSMITH, EDWARD Joun, JP, Grays, Essex July Capron & Co, Grays 

GOULDBY, EDWARD, Lowestoft July 24 Seago & Co, Lowestoft 

GWILLIAM, MARY Altice, Leigh, Lancs Julv 756 Boron, Wigan 

HARRIS, RAPHAEL, Sutherland av, Maida Vale, Jewish Minister 
London wall 

HENDERSON, WILLIAM, Liverpoo!, Tron Merchant Aug is Laces & Co, Liverpool 

JACKSON, JOHN, Birmingham Augis Taunton & Whitfield, Birmingham 

KAYLEY. MARY, Clitheroe, Lancs Aug !2 Robinson & Sons, Clitheroe 

KING, HENRY Southampton Aug12 Bassett & Co, Southampton 

KNIGHT, STEPHEN, Birmingham, Gr cer July 31 Lane & Co, Birmingh m 

LATENDORF, MARTA ROSALINE, Mossley Hill, Liverpool Aug 21 Layton & Co, Liverpool 

Lister, GEORGE, Scarborough “ept,) James, Leeds 

MACKINDER, JOUN. Grove rd, Brixton July 21 T-veed & Co, Lincoln 

MURDOCK Miss ELIZABETH ANN, Portsmouth Sept 1 Biden, Bucklersbury 

PICKERING, WILLIAM, Heaton, Newcastle upon Tyne Aug 7 Arnott & Co, Newcastle 
npoa Tyne 

WILLIAM 

Melksham 


Smith & Sons, Hyde 


July 22 Wright & Co, 





Aug1) Myer & Co, 


Henny, Whitley, Melksham, Wilts, Farmer July 39 Smith, 
Aug 10 Peachey & (o, Salisbury 8q 
Makiygson & Co, Manchester 

Aug 3l Radcliffe, Devizes 

Aug 3 Morvan, Cardiff 
Aug7 Stephens & Urmston, 


Kew Garders 
Aug7 


RosSER, HARRY DE«N, Llandaff North, Glam, Gardener 

SAGE, JAMES LIONEL, Maidstone, Leather Merchant 
Maidstone 

ScoTT, CHARLES, Southampton row, Chartered Accountant Avg 14 
Deberhams, Claremont aq 

Srwner, ABEL, Victoria st, Westminster 

SPEELMAN, JOSEPHINE, Manchester Ang4 Greaves, Serjrante’ inn . 

SUNNUCKS. WILLIAM JAMES, Gravesend, House Agent Aug 25 Adlington, Gravesend 

TAYLOR, ELIZABETH, Sheffield aug 15 Kesteven, Sheffield 

VYk, JoHN, Swanege, Dorset, Butcher Aug 6 Slade & West, Swanage 

WADDINGTON, ANN, Chesterfleld Aug 26 Stanton & Walker, Chesterfield ; 

WALKER, EDWARD BROOKING CoRNISH, Tiverton, Devon Aug 22 Hardwick, Brighton 

WATERHOUSE, BENJAMIN, Rylstone, nr 8kinton July 29 Brown & Co, Skipton 

WHATLEY. HARRIET, Pewsey, Wilts Aug 12 Dixon & Mason. Pewsey 

WILLIAMSON, EDWIN JAMES, Leeds, Stockbroker Jnly 22 Norton & Co, Leeds 

Wooprorre, EMMA, Erdington, Warwiek Sept 4 Taylor, Birmingham 


Thompson & 


Aug 7 Elwes & Miller, Essex st 


London Gazette. —TuESDAY, July 11. 


Bull & Bull, Stone bidgs 


Aug7 [ 
Arnold & Cubison, Dove ct, 


Aug 2 


ALT, Jcst HENRY MONTAGUE, Southampton 

BEDDOR, LAURA CHARLOTTE, Caistor rd, Balham 
Old Jewry 

BEST, JANET, Grest Thornham, Suffolk Sept 5 Lawton & Co, Eye, 8! ffolk 

30WDEN, FREDERIC, Liverpool Aur15 Bartley & Co, Liverpool 

BURKE, JOHN, Cheltenham July 31 Steel & Millard, Cheltenham 

CAVELL, JANE, Lee, Kent Aug9 Morris & Bristow, Bedford row 4 

CHORLEY, FRANCIS HENRY Diasy, Glebe st, Chiswiek Aug 15 Emmet & Co 
bary # : 

CLARKE BENNETT MICHELL, Tokenhouse yard Aug 31 Hubbard & Co, Cannon at 

CLARKSON, Lovrsa, Shrewsbury Aug5 How & Son, Shrewsbury 

COLLIER, THOMAS HENRY, Manchester, Bricklayer Aug 11 
Manc ester 

Davies, ALICE, Merthyr Tydfil 

DOMINY, SPENCER, Ladywood, Birmingham, 
Birmingham 


jlooms- 


Pegge & Billinge, 
Aug 26 James & Co, Merthyr Tydfil 


Accountant Aug 15 Docker & (Co, 


| FULLAGAR, MARY ANN, Hastings Aug3l Chalinder & Herington, Hastings 











July 15, torr. 
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GAY, SUSANNA GERTRUDE, Ryde, lof W Sept1 Taylor, South Croydon 
Neville, Chorley 

Lord & Parker, Worcester 
Russ, King William st 


Giover, WILLIAM. Coppall, Lancaster Ang 8 

GODFREY. CHARLOTTE, Worcester Aug 10 

HILL, ELIZABETH, Grange rd Gannersbury Aug 1? 

HOLMES, MABTHA, Waverley, Sydney, New South Wales 
Qaeen Anne's gt, Westminster 

Howe .t, Frank. Larkhall rise,Clapham Aug 7 Hicks & 

Howssk, ALFRED Epwin, Willesden in, Middlesex, Hosier 
Aldermanbury 

KNAPP, Mary CuaRLorre, Fitzgeorge av, West Kensington 
tuary, Westminster 

LEARY, JouN, Mitcha 


Bristol 
Owen, ELIZABETH, Torgusy 
Parr, Dan, Middleton July 


Aug 11 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette. —Faivay, July 7. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Arxixeos, Jouw Atrarp, Eckirgton, Deby, Grocer 
Chesterfield Pet July 4 Ord July 4 

Baxen, EKowanp, Plymouth, Cab Proprmetor Plymouth 
Pet July 4 Ord July 4 

Baker, Roverr Mevp, Wilton, Yorks, Farmer Scar 
borough Pet July 4 Ord July 4 

Bayoay, Witttam Jous, Lowestoft, Builder Great Yar 
mouth Pet July5 Ord July 5 

Bascer, Saucer. Gaeonae, Ramegate, Nurseryman 
bury Pet July 4 Ord July 4 

Binny, Joseru, Knighton, Staffa, Farmer Nantwich Pet 
June 2) Ord July 4 


Canter- 


Boston 


Biaxe, James, Boston, Lines, Furniture Dealer 
Pet July 3 Ord July 3 
Bippie, Witsox, Burton on Trent, Wheelwright Burton 


on Trent Pet July 4 Ord July 4 

Bown, Cuantas Atrarp, Nottingham, Mineral Merchant 
Nottingham Pet May 10 Ord June 9 

Baows & Co, Pritir, Manchester, Fhipping Merchinte 
Manchester Pet June 16 Ord July 4 

Burnet. Rosewr, Great Yarmouth, Cooper Great Yar- 
mouth Pet July 3 Ord July3 

Coox, Eowaap Samuvuet, South Lambeth rd 
Pet June 9 Ord July 4 

Cox, Samuet, Hibaldstow, Lincs, Cattle Dealer 
Grimaby Pet Joly 3 Ord July 3 

Corie, Catueniwe Faaxces, Barrow in Furness, Milliner 
Barrow in Furness Pet July 4 Ord July 4 

Davies, Davio Huwrnary, Liandilo Carmarthen Pet 
May® Or’ Jaly5 

Davinrs, Jouw James, Oswestry, Engiveer 
July 1 OrdJuly! 

Durnorr, Hasxan, Newark, Notte Nottingham 
4 Ord July 4 

Dye, Mavatoe Enowanp, Folkestone, Licensed Victualler 
Canterbury Pet July5 Ord July5 

Eowanps, Jomw Henny, Sheffield, Licensed 
Sheffield Pet July 3 Ord July 3 

Farenaw, Fasosriox, Warrington, Glazier 
Pet June 20 (rd July 


High Court 


Great 


Wrexham Pet 


Pet July 


Victualler 


Warriogton 


Faanxutx, Henny Jou, Southsea, Hants, Butcher Ports 
mouth Pet July 3 Ord July 3 
Guiteeeat, Jounw Lexsam, Nottingham, Engineer Notting 


ham PetJuly5 Ord July 6 

Hatces, Wiittam Hewary, Portemouth, Licensed Victualler 
Portamouth Pet July 4 Ord July 4 

Haagniorr, Ans, Aston, nr Birmingham 
Pet May 31 Ord June 20 

Hanpaceax, Rosratr, West Bowling, Bradford, Newsagen 
Bradford Pet July5 Ord July 5 

Hanes, Farpexiok Hewxy Manx, Penryn, Cornwall, 
Tobacconist Truro Vet July 3 Ord July 3 

Hvouwss, Tuomas, Liscard, Builder Birkenhead 
19 Ord July 3 

Jacxsox, Ancauis Suitn, Bradford, Butcher's Assistant 
Bradford PetJuly 3 Ord Jaly 3 

James, Jawes Parece, Tenby, Pembroke, Architect Pem- 
broke Dock Pet July 4 Ord July 4 

Jirivsona oF Coocu Basan, Prince, Porchester gate, Bays 
water High Coart Pet April 19 Ord June 30 

Jones, Hannay Guay, Liverpool, (il Cake Merchant Liver 
pool Pet May 20 Ord July 3 


Birmingham 


Pet June 


n, Surrey Aug 20 Arnold & Cubison 
MooRE, FLORENCE MARY CARRICK, St Leonards on Sea July 31 


g Sandilands & Co, Fenchure) av 
> Entwissle & Son, Middleton 


MoOOoORGATE 
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Liverpool 
SCARFE 
Apostle 


Aug 22 St Barbe & Co, 


PARSONAGE, JOHN, Blackpool 
PRIDEAUX, RICHARD, Camborne, 
SANDBACH, WILLIAM, Broadgreen, Liverpool, Photographer Aug 21 McGowen & Son, 


FREDERICK NORMAN, Finchley Aug ll 


Aug? Finch & Co, Blackpool 
ormwall Aug 21 Thomas, Camborne 


Snow & Co, Great St Thomas 


| 
Co, King st, Covent Garden | STENNING, WILLIAM VICESIMOUS KNOX, Halsford, East Grinstead Aug 6 Stenning & 


Augl12 Sawhbridge & Son, | Son, Maidstone 


| STEVENS, ETHEL Atice, Eastbourne 

Salter, The Sanc- | TINLINE, JAMES MAvDER, Teignmouth 
; Tipping. WILLIAM, Alderley Edge, C ester Sept 30 
TOMLINSON, ELIZ\BETH ANN,‘ Black 
WAITE, CHARLES, Tilehurst, Berks 
WHELDON, ELIZABETH MARY, Shotley Bridge, Durham Aug 19 Dees & Thompson, 


Aug 15 


Dove ct. Ol Jewry 
Meade-King & Co, 


Newcastle upyn Tyne 





Laguetsa, Percie Cuvecutt, Manchester, Architect 
Manchester Pet July3 Ord July 3 

Lees, Many Aww, Reading, Ladies’ Outfitter 
Pet July 5 Ord July 5 

McDowatp, Eow1s Janes, Kingston upon Hull, Insurance 
Manager Kingston upon Bull Pet July 3 Ord 
July 3 

Marxtew, Saran, Cannock, Stafford Pet July 3 
Ord July 3 

Moetimors, CHaates Epwaarp, 
Exeter Pet July 4 Ord July 4 

Neways, Heaneat Victor, Kerymer, 
Brighton Pet July4 Ord July 4 

Pirt & Co, Liverpool, India Rubber Merchants Liverpool 
Pet May 31 Ord July 5 

Piatt, Jonx, Weaverbam, Che-hire, Wheelwright Nant- 
wich Pet July 3 Ord July 3 

Partcuarp, Samurt Cassis, Erdington. Warwick, Iron 
and Steel Merchant Birmingham Pet June 8 Ord 
July 3 

Rawpatt, Atpert ALrarp, Swansea, Bootmaker Swansea 
Pet July 5 Ord July 5 

Ratctires, Josera Wittiam, Satton Bridge, Lincoln, 
Chemist King's Lynn Pet July 5 Ord July 5 

Scnouies, Rateu, Woodley, Cheshire, Jeweller Stockport 
Pet June 20 Ord July 4 

Scorr, Atvagp, Manchester, Fruit Salesman Manchester 
Pet July 5 Ord July 5 

Seaman, Herveat Oscar, Leeds, Photographer 
Pet July3 Ord July 3 

Sraixo, Osmaw Viroror, Cheltenham Cheltenham Pet July 
4 Ord July 4 

Sroxes, Witttam Eowarv, Warwick, Hardware Merchant 
Birmingham Pet July 5 Ord July 5 

Sraovup, Geonor Jonx, Minster, Thanet, Kent, Coal Dealer 
Canterbury Pet July 3 Ord July 3 

Tartor, Eouunp Joux, Grove rd. Bow, Pianoforte Dealer 
High Court Pet July 4 Ord June 4 

Warp, Taomas Wiiitam, Boston, Lincs, Furniture Dealer 
toston Pet July 3 Ord July 3 


Reading 


Walsall 


Exeter, Greengrocer 


Sussex, Carpenter 


Leeds 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Atay, Joun Ronent, Stockton on Tees, Fitter July 18 at 
11. 45 Off Rec, Court chmbra, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Bisny, Josern, Knighton, Stafford, Farmer July 18 at 2 
The Co: bett Arms Hotel, Market Drayton, Salop 

Cuacuenoga, Grorork Cuartes, Manchester, Piano Manu- 
facturer July 18at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Coon, Eowaap Samvuet, South Lambeth rd July 20 at ll 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Crow, Josuva, Lyde, Ansdell, Lancs, Spinner July 17 at 
12 ry Law Society, Imperial arcade, New st, Hudders- 
fiel< 

Duck wortu, Joux Guesr, Middlesbréugh, Clerk of Works 
July 18 at 12 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, 
Middlesbrough 

Emmortr, Atneat Joun, Birkdale, Southport July 18 at 11 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Faasxtis, Heway Jouw, Southsea, Hants, Butcher Ju'y 
17 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge junction, High st, Ports- 
mouth 

Gaxsurtr, Jouw Taoma Leeds, Photographic Dealer July 
19 at3 Room 453, Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Haraiorr, Axy, Aston, nr Birmingham July 17 at 12 
Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Hearuen, Faavk James Parmer, Milton, Staffs, Actor 
July 17 at Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED in 1890. 


Wriocut, THomas, West Hartlepool July 31 


STrERwaT, LONPom, 


Auzs8 Gilks, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Aug7 Sparkes & Co, Exeter 
Innes Manchester 
pool Augil9 Boote & Co. Manchester 
Brain & Brain, Reading 





Aug 22 


Snith, West Hartlepool 


Hixcntirra, Witttam, Dewsbury, Aerated Water Manu 
facturer July 17 at 10.45 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Cor 
poration st, Dewsbury 

Jacxsox, Ancater Surra, Bradford, Butcher’s Assistant 
July 15 at 11 Off Ree, 12. Duke Street, Bradford 

Jitinpaa or Coocn Beuar, Prince, Porchester gate, Bays- 
water July 19 at 11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Lixpor, Curasert Feytow, Liverpool, Electrician July 19 
at 12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

McDovsa.p, Eowis James, Kingston upon Hull, Insurance 
Manager July 18 at 11.30 Off Rec, York City Bank 
chmbis, Lowgate, Hull 

Matvasy, Joszru Croven, Thornaby on Tees, Grocer July 
18 ati130 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middles- 
brough 

Mownier-W 1nt1ame, Bernarp Torrixoroyx, Cumberland pk, 
Acton July 17 at 12 14, Bedford row 

Mortimore, Caartrs Epwarp, Exeter, Greengrocer 
July 18 at 11 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Neways, Heavert Victor, Keymer, Sussex, Carpenter 
July 15 at 11.30 Off Rec, 12a, Marlborough pl, 
Brighton 

Parks, Georoe, West Hallam, Derby, Farmer July 17 
at 11.30 Off Ree, 5, Victoria bldgs, London rd, Derby 

Porrer, Wittiam James, Crawley, Dairyman July 15_at 
11 Off Rec, 12a, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

Paitcaarp, Samvue. Cassix, Erdington, Warwick, Iron and 
Steel Merchant July 11 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, 
Corporation st, Birmingham 

Raywer, Coangs, Bolton, Baker July 18 atil Off Ree, 
19, Exchange st, Bolton 


| Rees, Davin, Aberdare, Coalminer July 17 at 12 Off Ree, 


St Catherine's chmbra, St Catherine st, Pontypridd 

Row .ixsox, Ateert, Stalybridge, Cheshire, Grocer July 
15 at 11.30 Off Rec, Byrom sv, Manchester 

Russert, CuHaries, Eastbourne, Greengr: cer 
12 Off Rec, 12a, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

Seaman, Henneat Ozcan, Leeds, Photographer July \7 at 
ll Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Sipssorrom, Haary Hastixas, Manchester, Produce Broker 
July 5 at ll Off Rec, Byrom et, Manchester 

Siepie, Cuaaces Farpericx, Swansea, Photographer July 
15 at 11 Off Rec, Government bidgs, st Mary's st, 
Swansea 

Simons, Morais, Cardiff, Furniture Dealer July 17 at 12 
117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Suits, Atnexr Wituram Liverpool, Accountant July 19 
atll ff Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Syucox, Wittram Eowis, Brocton, nr Stafford, Farmer 
July 17 at 12 Swan Hotel, Stafford 

Tay.os, Eomusp Joux, Grove rd, Bow, Pianoforte Dealer 
July 19at1) Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Tuomas, Faepenicx Eanest, Forestfach, or Swansea, In- 
surance Agent July 18 at 11 Off Rec, Goveroment 
bidgs, 8t Mary's st, Swansea 

Witsox, Arrnur, Stockport, Cheshire, Fancy Draper 
July 17 at 12.15 Off Rec, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Atxixsoxs, Jonuw Atragp, Eckington, 
Chesterfield Pet July 4 Ord July 4 
Asawet, Artave Lixoiey, Nottiogham, Solicitor Not- 
tingham Pet June 3 Ord July 5 
Baker, Eowaxp, Plymouth, Cab Proprietor Plymouth 
Pet July 4 Ord July 4 
Baker, Ropert Mepp, Wilton, Yorks, Farmor Scar- 
borough PetJuly 4 ord July 4 
Baroge, Samus. Gronce, Pegwall Bay, Ramagate, Nursery 
man Canterbury Pet July 4 Ord Jaly4 


July 15 at 


Derby, (trocer 


m.o. 





EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—-LICENSED PROPERTY. 





SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Appeais to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ang supervision of the Corporation. 








Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be seat 


ea application. 
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INSURANCE 
No. 114, Chancery Lane, 








SOCIETY Lr. 
London, W.C. 


BON DS—The Directors desire to specially draw the attention of the Legal Profession to the fact that the Fidelity 





Guarantee Bonds of this Society are accepted by His Majesty’s Government and in the High Court of Justice, 


Fire. Personal Accident and Disease. Burglary. Fidelity Guarantee. Workmen's Compensation, including 


Domastic Servants. Property Owners’ 


DIRECTORS— 


CHARLES PLUMPTRE JOHNEON, Esq... J.P., Chairm 
ROMER WILLIAMS, Esq., D.L., J.P. Vice-Chairman ( 
GEORGE FRANCIS BERNEY (Corsellis & Berney), Lincoln’s Inn Fields, 
H. Lb. BEWE®, Esq. (bewes & Dickinson), Stonehouse, Plymouth. 
L. ©. CHOLMELEY, Esq. (Frere, Cholmeley & Co,), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 


EDM UND FRANCIS BLAKE CHURCH, Esq. (Church, Adams & Prior), Bedford Row. 


F. KE. KE. FAREBROTHER, keq. (Fladgate & Co.), Craig's Court, Charing Cross. 
HENRY LEFEVRE FARRER, Esq. (Farrer & Co.), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 


E. 8S. FREELAND, Esq. (Nicholson, Patterson & Freeland), Queen Anne's Gate, 


Westminster, 
C. W. GRAHAM, Esq. (Lawrence, Graham & Co.), Lincoln's Inn. 
W. A. T. HALLOWEsS, Esq. (Hallowes & Carter), Bedford Row. 
EDWIN HART, Esq. (Budd, Brodie, & Hart), Bedford Row, 
E, CARLETON HOLMES, Esq. (E. Carleton Holmes, Son, & Fell), Bedford Row. 
FRANCIS REGINALD JAMES, Esq. (Gwynne James & Son), Hereford. 
HARRY W. LEE, Esq. (Lee, Bolton & Lee), The Sanctuary, Westminster. 
DILLON R, L. LOWE, Esq. (Lowe & Co,), Temple Gardens. 
FREDERICK STUART MORGAN, Esq. (Saxton & Morgan), Somerset Street. 


SECRETARY—H. T. OWEN LEGGATT. 


Indemnity. _Third Parity. _ Plate Glass. 


an (Johnecns, Long & Raymond-Rarker), Lincoln's Inn. 

Williems & James), Norfolk Hovee, Thames Embankment. 

Sir RICHARD NICHOLSON (Nicholson, Patterson & Freeland), Queen Anne's Gate, 
Weatmir ster 

WILLIAM NOCTON, Esq., D.L., J.P. (Nocton & Sons), Great Marlborough Btreet. 

RONALD PEAKE, Feq. (Peake, Bird, Collins & Co.), Beéfod Row. 

JOHN DOUGLAS PEEL, Feq. (Morell, fon & Peel), Oxford, 

THOMAS BAWLE, Eerq. (Rawle, Johnstone & Co.), Bedfoid Row. 

J. E. W. RIDER, Esq. (Rider, Heaton & Wigram), Lincoln's Inn. 

GEORGE L. STEWART, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 

The Right Hon. LORD STRATHEDEN AND CAMPBELL, Bruton Street, 

J. PERCEVAL TATHAM, Esq. (Tatham & Procter), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 

R, W. TWEEDIE, Eey. (A. F. & R. W. Tweedie), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 

W. MELMOTH WALTERS, Esq. (Walters & Co.), Lincoln's Inn. 

Sir HENRY ARTHUR WHITE, C.V.O. (A, & H. White), Great Marlborough Street, 

E. H. WHITEHEAD, Esq. (Burch, Whitehead & Davidsons), Spring Gardens. 

E. TREVOR LL. WILLIAMS, Exsq., Temple Bar House, Fleet Street. 











ASSISTANT SECRETARY—ARTHUR E, C. WHITE. 


This Society, consequent on its close connection with, and exceptional experience of the requirements of, the Legal Profe sion, INVITES 


APPLICATIONS FOR AGENCIES FROM SOLICITORS, 10 WHOM IT iS 
business on the most favourable terms. It enjoys the highest reputation 


ABLE 10 OFFER SFECIAL PACILITIES for the transact on of Insurance 
for prompt and liberal settlement of claims. Prospectuses and Proposal 


Forms and full information may be had at the Society’s Uffice, The business of the Society is contined to the United Kinguom, and the security 


offered to the Policy Holders is unsurpassed by any of che leading Insurance 


Companies. 








Barron, Rroinatp ARTHUR Puruir, Leinster gdns, Lancas | Pratt, Joux, Weaverham, Cheshire, Wheelwright Nant- | Corrox, GERALD McLkop PowELL, Birchington, Kent, 
ter gate High Court Pet May 24 Ord July 4 wich and Crewe Pet July 38 Ord July 3 Wine Merchant Canterbury Pet June 16 Ord 
Beams, Ropekr Otway Hamittox, Great Chapel st | Rarcurre, Josern Wriiitam, Sutton Bridge, Lincoln, July 8 
High Court Pet May6 Ord July 4 Chemist and Druggist King’sLynn Pet July5 Ord | DuNcAN Fores & Co, London wall, Stockbrolbers 
Beszant, ALICE, Beak st, Regent st HighCourt Pet May July 5 High Court Pet June 1 Ord July 7 
B 10 Ord July 3 ; Rawpavt, Acpert Atrarp, Swansea, Bootmaker and Re- | FAkKkoW, THOMAS, Saffron Walden, Essex, Hay Dealer 
ipptz, Witsoy, Burton on Trent, Wheelwright Burton pairer Swansea Pet July5 Ord July 5 Cambridge Pet July 5 Ord July 5 


onTrent Pet July4 Ord July 4 


Buakr, James, Boston, Lincs, Furniture Dealer Boston | Farmer Whitehaven Pr 
Pet July 3 Ord July 3 | Seaman, Hearnenr Oscar, | 

Cox, Samugt, Hibaldstow, Lincs, Cattle Dealer Great | Pet July3 Ord July 3 

: Grimsby Pet July 3 Ord July 3 | Swira, Acsert WituiaM, Liv 

Coyie, Caruenine Fraxces, Barrow in Furness, Milliner | Liverpool Pet June 16 ¢ 


Barrow in Furness ret July 4 Ord July 4 


Davirs, Jouw Jamas, Oswestry, Engineer and [ronfounder July 4 Ord July4 


Sraing, Usman Victron, Che 


Ricuarpsox, Witt1am Hopasox, Bootle, Cumberiand, | HANDCOCK, ERNESTJ MES, Abbeyville rd, Clapham, Grocer 


tJune 14 Ord July 3 Wandswo:th Pet June 19 Ord July 6 

eeds, Photographer Leeds | HaNDrorp, J, Buckinghaw Palace rd, Auctioneer 
High Court Pet June 9 Ord July 7 

erpool, Certified Accountant | Hispext, HENRY GORGE, Leicester 8*, Director of 
rd July 5 a Company High Court Pet April 21 Ord Juty7 
Itenbam Cheltenham Pet | Honnihrook, WILLIAM HENRY, Gerrards Cros, Buck», 
Surgeon Windsor Pet Ju'y 8 Ord July 8 


| 
| 
_ Wrezham Pet July 1 Ord July 1 Sraoup, Grorae Jous, Minster, Thanet, Kent, Ccal Dealer | Jones, KICHARD, and RICHARD MORGAN EVANS, Walsall, 
UTHOIT, Hayat, Newark, Notts, General Dealer | Canterbury PetJuly 3 Ord July 3 Builders Walsall Pet July 7 Ord July 7 
: Nottingham Pet duly 4 Ord July 4 Taytor, Eomuxp Jouy, Grove rd, Bow, Pianoforte Dealer | Lockwoop, GEOFFREY FAIRFAX, Harrogate, Auctioneer 
ve, Mavuice Evw ARD, Folkestone, Licensed Victualler | High Court Pet July 4 Ord July 4 York Pet July 6 Ord July 6 
z Canterbury Pet July 5 Ord July 5 . Vorzanoerr, Victor, Philpot st, Whitechapel, Musician | Messom, JouN FREDERICK MASON, Nottingham, Builder 
uses, Joun Hayny, Pheflield, Licensed Victualler High Court Pet May 30 Ord July 3 Nottingham Pet July 8 Ord July 8 
y Sheffield Pet July 3 Ord July 3 : | Waiker, Jonas Tyawuirr, Wellington mans, Queen's | MILBURN, SIDNEY Skprimvus, Guisbrough, Labourer 
osTen, Gustavos Tuomas Eowaarp, Eswx 14, Islington, Club gdns High Court Pet May 19 Ord July 3 Stockton on Tees Pet July 6 Ord July 6 


Licensed Victualier Hign Court Pet May 24 Ord 


Warp, Tuomas Wittiam, Boston, Lincs, Furniture Dealer | MorGAN, MORGAN, Porth, Glam, Collier Pontypridd 





, July 4 Buston Pet July 3 Ord Joly 3 De 7 O 7 
FRANKLIN, Hewky Joux, Southsea, Hants, Butcher Ports- : NE By 8! ye ky A EDWABD BEepForD, Barnsley 
@ mouth Pet July 3 Ord July 3 ; Amended Notice substituted for that published in the York, Builder Barnsley Pet July 7 OrdJuly7 — 
"ist Come Pan} bee | 2» Mile End, Baker London Gazette of April 21: PEARCE, THOMAS JOHN, Micheldever Statio” , Southampton, 
) fo e ‘“ uly ¢ 
Guitexer, Joan Lanaam, Nottingham, Ragtacer Notting- COV#¥, Caantes Eowarp, Howland st, Fitzroy sq High | ,,. ,‘ “ + ry -- yo? "a ne Bi Pn Widow 
7 ham Pet July 5 Und July 5 Court Pet Nov 23 Ord April 11 oe — ant na Jelp jee wks, ido 
ae Pa daly eee Sonnet Victualler | Amended Notice substituted for that published in the | QUINCKY. GEORGE PATTINSOS, Leicester Leicester Pet 
Haepacas. Ros B - Ah . London Gazette of May 19: July 8 Ord July 8 : 
Salts: Roszat, Bradford, Newsagent Bradford Pet ROBERTS, HERBERT NALDER, Fenchurch st, Merchant 
a. uly 5 Ord July 5 : Fiack, Luvowica, Berwick st, Soho, Tailor High Court High Court Pet April 27 Ord July 6 
tie, Faepeaick Hexry Marx, Penryn, Cornwall, Pet May 17 Ord May 17 ROSENTHAL, JacoB WOOLF, British st, Bow, Theatrical 


Tobacconist and Cycle Agent Truro Pet July 3 Ord 


Manager High Court Pet Junes Ord July 6 


July 3 Dovonty, Manet Lavra, Nottingham Nottingham Pet Simps N. JOSEPH Devereux ct Temple Company 


Jackson, Arcare Suit, Bradford, Butcher's Assistant June2 Ord Juns 21 
Bradford Pet July 3 Ord July 3 

Jones, Haray, Liverpool, Oil Cake Merchant Liverpool 
Pet May 20 Ord July 4 


Amended Notice sibstitnted for that published in the 
Loudon Gazette of July 4 


Promoter HighCourt Pet June8 Ord July 6 
SMEKDON, FREDERICK ARCHIBALD, Petersham, Surrey, 

Salesman Wandsworth Pet July 8 Ord July 8 
}SouTH LonpoN Macninge Co, Walworth rd High 


Joses, Joux ; . : ‘ 
pa hang Mine toe Agent | Tops, Antuuk Waurrr, Bournemouth High Court Pet | Court Pet May 19 Ord July 6 
aad Mar 23 Ord June 29 | THompson, WILL March, Cambridge, Tailor Peter- 
Kan, Maer =, Sows. Ladies’ Oatfitter Reading Pet . - ap ugh wy 3 —_ role © - mae 
uly 5 Ord July 5 : , Z July July 
, London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jul iW » JAMES DE ‘ leab , Baker Aylesbury 
Mc — Susan Kare, and Marcaret Epvirn McApaw, ion oN Ms ah mee nee . ~~ 7 Ord — ames = ° 
soe _Eerwest, any Cr »ydon Pet May 1 Urd RECEIVING ORDERS |W LKEI THEODORE "AC TON, Fiskerton RS¢ , Notts 
McDosaup. Epw . ANTILL, BRENNER, High st, Acton, Builder Brentford Nottingham Pet May .0 Ord July 6 
mee, Bowes “om, Kingston upon Hull, Insurance | Pe: June 14 Ord July 7 WALK*R, WILLIAM, Easington Lane, Durham, Saddler 
July ge ingstun upon Hull Pet July % Ord SAKER, ARTHUR WILLIAM, Middlesbrough, Grocer Pet uly 6 Ord July 6 
Marktaw 4 Middlesbrough Pet June 2 Ord July6 Wakb, GEORGE HENRY, Hinckley, Leicester, Veterinary 
ees an amnoek. Safenl, Beerhouse Keeper | BowLFS, WILLIAM CHAKLES, Great Yarmouth Great Surgeon Warwick Pet July 8 Ord July 8 
Moetimvse, Cuaat 4 Epw ae | Yarmouth Pet July7 Ord July 7 WHITAKER, ARTHUR, and JAMES HENRY WHITAKFR, 
Exeter’ Pet July 4 Ord Jnly Exeter, (ireengrocer | Boyce, ERNEST Peter, Bury St Edmunds, Coal Merchant Huddersfield, Builders Huddersfield Pet July 6 Ord 
: aly rd July 4 | Bury St Edmunds Pet July 7 Ord July7 July 6 


ewe r = . 
ee Some v so rr Sussex, Carpenter | Charkr, HARRY, Hulme, Manchester, Shed Foreman Man WiLcock, ALLEN, Morley, Joiner Dewsbury Pet July 7 
y rd July 4 chester Pet July 7 Ord July 7 Ord July 7 
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Wilsons, WILLIAM FREDERICK, South Benfleet, Essex 
Chelmaford Pet March 7 Ord June 2 
Amended Notice substitated for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 
BROWN, PHILLIP Jack, Higher Broughton alford. Mer 
chant Manchester Pet June 16 (rd July 4 
FIRST MEETINGS 
ALBERRY, ALBERT EDWARD, Stanfree, Chesterfield, Derby 
Miner Jaly 2) at i2 Off Ree, 5, Victoria bidgs 
London rd, Derty 
ATKINSON, JOHN ALFRED, Eckington, Derby, Grocer 
July 20 at 11.30 OF Rex », Victoria bidge, London 
rd, Derby 
BAKER, EDWARD, Plymouth, Cab Proprietor July 20 at 
Su Buckland ter, Preymouth 
BAKER, Ripert Mepp, Wilton, York, Farmer July 
9 at 4 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 
BANGAY, WILLIAM JOuN, Lowest ft, Builder July 22 at 
iz off Ree, §, King at, Norwich 
BANGER, BAMUEL GRORGK, Ramagite, Nurseryman July 
WwW atlugo OF Rec, O84, Castle st, Canter burv 
BATE ALBERT, Lin Hudderatiel Ruilder Ju'y 19 
at 215 Law Society's K om, Imperial arcade, New 
st, Hu ‘derstield 
BLAKE, JAMES, Boston, Lines, Furniture Dealer July %& 
at 2 Off Rec, 4 and 6 West st, Poston : 
Borer, ERNEST PETER, Bury St Edmunds, Coal Merchant 
July 20atl2 Of Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
BRowN, WILLIAM, San iwich, Kent, Grazier July 19 at 10 
On Rec, 68, Cas le st, Canterbury 
BURKELL, Rosent, Great Yarmouth, Cooper July 22 at 
12.90 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 
Cox, SAMUEL, Hibaldstow, Linca, Cattle De ler July 19 
at ll Of Ree, St. Mary's chambers, Great Grimsby 
DAVi ES, JOHN JAMES, Oswestry, tngineer July 19 at 2 
Wynnatay Arms Hotel, Oswestry 
DUNCAN FORBES & ( London wall, Stockbroker July 
“at lz Bankruptcy bidga, Carey at 
Epwakvs, JouN Henny, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler 





July Wati2 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

HAILES, WILLIAM HENRY, Portsmouth, Licensed Victualler 
July 10 at Off Rec, Cambridge june, Hig) st Ports 
mouth 

HAND¥FORD, J, Buckingham Palace rd, Auctioneer July 
Yat 11.90 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

HARDACRE, ROBERT, West Bowling, bradford, Newsagent 
July 19 atl Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

HAKRIS, FREDERICK HENKY MARK, Penryn, Cornwall 
Pobacconist July 20 at 12 Off Rec, 12, Priuces st, 
rruro 

Hinsent, HENKY Gora! Lricester st, Director of 
aCompany July 20atl Bankruptcy bldgs, Uarey st 

James, JAMES PREECR, Tenby, Pembroke, Architect 
July 1¥at12.90 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

LOCKWOOD, GROFFREY F.mmrAX, Harrogate, Auctioneer 


July 20 at 2.80 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe p! 
York 

MARKLEW, SARAH, Cannock, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper 
July Watiz Off Rec, Wol\erhampton 

NASH, WILLIAM, Chalgrave, Bedford, Farmer Jaly 19 at 12 
Off Kec, The Parade, Northampton 

PARKIN, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Swansea, 
July at il Om Kee, Government 
Mary # st, Swansea 

PLATT, JoHN, Weaverham 
Wat Off Rec, Kiag st, Newvastle, Staffs 

QUINCEY, GEORGE PATTINSON, Leiccster July 
Ot Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

ROBERTS, MESBERT NALDER, Fenchurch st, 
July 20 at 1 Bankruptcy bDidgs, Carey st 

ROSENTHAL, JacoB WOOLF, British st, Bow, Theatrical 
Manager July 19atl2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SCHOLES, RALPH, Woodley, Cheshire, Jeweller July 20 at 
11 Off Rec, 23, King Eclward st, Macclesfield 

SooTt, ALFRED, Manchester, Fruit Salesman July 19 at 3 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

SIMPSON, JOSEPH, Devereux ct. Temple, Company Promoter 
July Watil Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

OSMAN VicTorR, Cheltenham July 


News Vendor 
bldgs, St 


ul) 
Cheshire, Wheelwright July 
19 at 3 


Merchant 


Wat 3.15 


SPRING, 
County Court bldgs, Che!.enham 
STokes, WILLIAM EDWARD, Shirley, Hardware Dealer 


July 19 at 11.30 Rusk.n chambers, 191, Corporat on st 


Biuamingham 
SouTH LoNDON MACHINS Co, Walworth rd 


Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


TRAVERS, ANNIE, CLesterficid, July 19 at 11.30 Off Re 
», Victoria bidgs, London rd, Derby 

WARD, THOMAS WILLIAM, Boston, Lincs, Furnitare Dealer 
July 26 at 2.90 Off Rec, 4 and 6, We t st, Boston 

WHITAKER, ARTHUK and JAMES HENRY WHITAKER, 
Huddersfield, Buildirs July 10 at2.45 Law society's 
Room, Imperial arcade, New st, Huddersfield 

WiILcock, ALLEN, Morley, Yorks, Juiner July 19 atl Off 
Rec, Bank chmbrs, Co: poration st, Dewsbury 


ADJU DICATIONS. 


BAKER, ARTHUR, WILLIAM, Middlesbrough, Grocer 
Middiesbrough PetJune2 Ord July 8 

BANGAY, WILLIAM JouN, Lowestoft, Builder Great 
Yarmouth PetJuly6 Ord July8 

BATOHELAR, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Carshalton, Surrey, 


Director of a Public Company Croydon Pet May 5 


Ord July 6 


SEWICKE, IVAN CALVERLY EDWARD, Albemarle st High 
Court Pet Aprilué Ord July 6 

Bippy, Josern, Knighton, Staffs, Farmer Nantwich 
Pet June 20 Ord July 7 

SOWLES, WILLIAM CHARLES, Great Yarmouth Great 


Yarmouth Pet July 7 Ord July 7 

Bovox, ERNEST PeTex, Bury St Edmunds, Coal Merchant 
Bury S8t Edmunds Pet July 7 Ord July 7 

BROWN, PHILLIP JACK, Manchester, Merchant Manchester 
Pet June lé Ord July 7 


BURRELL, RopeRT, Great Yarmouth, Cooper Great Yar- 
mouth 


Pet July 3 Ord July 8 


| 
July 19 atl 


! 
CLARKE, Harry, Hulme, Manchester, 
} Manchester Pet July 7 Ord July 7 
CLARKE, JOHN WILLIAMSON, JOHN HENRY 


LORENZO) «6pTHEOPHILUS) § BAMURL SHARPE, Kaunds 
Northampton, Boot Manufacturers leterborovugh 
Pet June 12 Ord July 7 
Cook, EpwaRD SAMUEL, Bouth Lambeth rd High 
Court Pet June 9 Ord July 6 


EMMOTT, 


Limited Company Liverpool Pet May 25 


| FALSHAW, FREDERICK, Stockton Heath, Chester, Glazier 
Warrington Pet June 29 Ord July 6 
FARROW, THOMAS, Saffron Walden. Essex, Hay Dealer 


Cambridge Vet July5 Ord July 7 
Hucues, | HOMAS, Liseard, Chester, Builder 
Pet June 19 Ord Juiy 6 
HARRIOTT, ANN HELEN, Aston, 


nr Birmingham, Bco' 


Dealer Birmingham Pet May3t Ord July 7 
HORNIBROOK, WILLIAM HENRY, Gerrard's Cross, Tucks 
surgeon Windsor Pet July 8 Ord July 8 


LoCKWooD, GHOPPREY FAIRFAX, Harrogate, Auctioneer 
:ork Pet July 6 Ord July 7 


MESSOM, JOHN FREDERICK MAsoy, Nottingham, Builder 
Nottingham Pet July Ss Ord July 8 
MILBURN, SIDNEY SEPTIMUS, CGuisbrough, Labourer 


Pet July 6 Ord July 6 
MONIER-WILLIAMS, BERNARD TORRINGTON, Cumberland 
park, Acton Brentford Pct June? Ord July 6 
MORGAN, Mor:tan, Porth, Collier Po typridd 

Pet suly 7 Ord July7 
PEAKCK, THOMAS JouUN, Micheldever Station, Southamp 
ton, ¢ Merchant Winchester Pet July 8 
July 8 
QUINCRY, GEORGE PATTINSON, 
July 8 Ord July 8 
ROBINS, SYDNEY ARTHUR, Forest Gate, Essex 
Pet March 18 Ord July 6 
SooTT, ALFRED, Manchester, Fruit Salesman 
Pet July 5 Ord July 7 
FREDERICK ARCHIBALD 
Wandsworth Pet July 5 
THOMPSON, WILLIAM, March, Cambridge, 
borough PetJuly 6 Ord July 6 
VENABLES, CUTHBERT EpWaARpb, New 
Secretary High Court Pet May 3 
W ADDINGTON, JAMBS, Creed In, Ludgate bill 
Pet May 13 Ord July 6 
| WAKEFIELD, JAMES DEANE, Aylesbury, Baker Aylesbury 
Pet July 7 Ord July 7 
WALKER, WILLIAM, Fasineton Lane, 
Darham Pet July6 Ord July 6 
WARD, Grornork Henry, Hinckley, Leicester, Veterinary 
Surgeon Warwick Pet July 8 Ord July 8 
| West, Francis Evwarp, Bury st, Holborn, 
High Court Pet May6 Ord July 6 
| WHITAKER, ARTHUR. and JAMES HENKY 
Huddersfeld, Builders Huddersfield 
Ord July 6 


Stockton on Tees 


Glam, 


yal 


Leicester Leicester Pet 


High Court 
Manche: ter 
Petersham, furrey, 


Ord July 8 
lati rt Peter 


“MERDON 
Salesman 


Broad st. Company 
Ord July 6 


High Court 


I urham, 


Pet 


WILcocK, ALLEN, Morley, York, Joiner Dewsbury Pet 
| July 7 Ord July7 





NORWAY 


VISITING FINEST FJORDS 


BY SS.“OTRANTO” 12,124 tons, 
ot the 


ORIENT LINE. 


From GRIMSBY, 29th July; 
12th and 26th August. 
LUXURIOUS LOUNGES, SINGLE BERTH CABINS, 
REDSTEAD STATR ROOMS, CABINS DB LUXB, 
WIRBLESS TELBORAPHY. 


13 Days for 12 Guineas 


and upwards. 





Write for Free Illustrated Booklet to ORIENT 
STEAM NAVIGATION COMPANY, 5, Fenchurch 
Avenue, London, F.C., & 2, Cockspur Street, 5S. W. 

Managers—F. GREEN &CO., 
| ANDERSON, ANDERSON & CO. 














BRAND’S 
Al 


| SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 
Sold everywhere. 


| 





BRAND & CO., Ltd., Mayfair Works, Vauxhall, S.W. 





ALBERT JOHN, Birkdale, Sc uthport, Director of a 
Ord July 6 


Birkenhead 


Ord 


WHITAKER, 
July 6 


Shed Foreman 


HAYNES, and 


Saddler | 


Financier | 


| 
| 








LONDON CUARANTEE AND 
ACCIDENT COMPANY (LIMITED), 


The Company's Bonds are Accepted by the High Court ag 
SECURITY for RECEIVERS, LIQUIDATORS and AD- 
MINISTRATORS, for COSTS in Actions where security 
is ordered to be ven, by the Board of Trade for 
OFFICIALS under the Bankruptcy Acts, and by the Scoteh 
Courts, &c., &c. 

Claims Paid Exceed - £2,375,000. 
Workmen’s Compensation and Third Party 
including Drivers’ Risks, 

Fire, 

Burglary, Lift, Plate Glass and Motor Car 
Insurance. 

HEAD OFFICE :—42-45, New Broad Street, E.C, 
West End Office: No, 61, St. James's Street, 5.W. 





EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 
INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. — 
Interest on Loans may be Uapualised. 
Cc. H. CLAYTON, Joint 
¥. H. CLAYTON, 5 Secretaries, 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


(ESTABLISHED 1823), 
Purchase Reversionary Interests in Real and Personal 
Property, and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREBRT, E.C. 








Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


FOUNDED IN THE REIGN OF WILLIAM & Mary, 1689. 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS, ; 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 
LEVuB SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION & UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. 











BY AUTHORITY. 


Every requisite under the Above Act supplied on the 
shurtest botice. 


The BOOKS and FURMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 
SHARE CERTIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and 
printed. OF¥ICIAL SEALS uesigued and executed, 
Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO, 


Staticners, Printers, Engravers, Registration Ageuts, £¢. 
49 FLEET 81RELT, LONDON, E.C, (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 

Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


—— 











YORONATION EXHIBITION. 
(,REAT WHITE CITY, 


SHErHERD'S BUSH, W. 
OPEN from li am, to ll ary DAILY. : 

The largest and wost woaderful Exhibition of British 
Art, Science, and Industries represented in sa manner 
never befure aterm pred, 

Continuous Coucerts by Four famous Military Bands, 
inctuding the Grenadier Guards. Countess and uniqe? 
attractions, Maggie Papakura’s Maoris, The (Gre 
Bostock Jungle. The Whirlp.ol, Tne Cyclone. The 
Boomerang. Tanagre. Toe Great Mountsn Hailway, 
&o., &e. i 
Season Tickets: 1 guinea, children half-price. Admit 
sion: 1s., children haif-price. Attractions: Frow 6ty 
chi) ren half-price, 




















